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Introduction 


In present conditions, the area of the Middle East 
is the scene of a confrontation of constantly in- 
creasing magnitude. But above all, it is a process 
in which the true anti-imperialist forces of the 
Arab world, whose vanguard is the Palestine libera- 
tion movement, face imperialist-Zionist aggression. 


In the face of the adverse factors unleashed by 
the aggression of the so-called war of June 5, the 
heroic action of the Arab peoples, exemplified by 
the Palestine people, was immediate and the armed 
struggle to liberate Palestine and the Arab people 
from imperialism and Zionism becomes stronger all 
the time, joined to the common battle that the 
revolutionary forces of the entire world are car- 
rying out against colonialism, neocolonialism, and 
imperialism headed by the Yankees. 


To express solidarity, recognition, and support 
for the just cause of the Palestinian people is the 
duty of every revolutionary. 


£0 


The present effort of Tricontinental. Publishers 
is dedicated to these people—‘trefugees” in the 
past, today the indisputable revolutionary van- 
guard—to their heroic fedayeens. It brings togeth- 
er documents, interviews, articles. and essays that 
offer a panorama of the so-called “Middle East 
crisis” with the intention of clarifying and reveal- 
ing fundamental aspects of this heroic struggle, 
without pretending to exhaust the analysis of this 
question in its various and complicated aspects. 


PART I 
MYTH AND REALITY 


Chapter 1 
Did You Know? 
Dr. Fayez Sayegh 


1) That when the Palestinian conflict was 
created by England in 1917, more than 90% of the 
inhabitants of the country were Arab while there 
were no more than 65 000 Jews? 

2) And that more than half of those Jews who 
lived in Palestine then were new immigrants. who 
had arrived in Palestine some three decades before 
1917, driven out of various European countries? 
There being, at that time, less than 5% of the 
total number of Jewish residents in Palestine who 
were natives of the country? 

3) And that the Palestinian Arabs possessed, on 
the date referred to, 97.5% of the territory of 
the nation while the Jews, native and foreign, 
possessed only 2.5%? 

4) And that, during the 30 years of British oc- 
cupation, the Jews were unable to acquire even 
3.5% of Palestinian territory, despite the constant 
stimulus of the English protectorate government 
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toward this end? It was this same British Govern- 
ment that provided the transfer of Arab land 
to the Jews without the legitimate owners ever 
having agreed to its sale? 

5) And that, because of this, when Great 
Britain brought the Palestine case to the United 
Nations, in 1947, the Jews possessed 6% of Pales- 
tinian territory? 

6) That, nevertheless, and in spite of these 
truths, the United Nations authorized the partition 
of Palestine and the creation of the State of Israel, 
granting it at the same time, almost 54% of the 
national territory? 

7) That for its part, with one single blow, the 
recently-created “State” took over 80.48% of the 
territorial extension of the country? 

8) That this arbitrary expansion was completed 
before May 15, 1948—that is to say, before the 
legal expiration of the British Mandate over Pales- 
tine, and before the withdrawal of its troops from 
the country? 

9) That the recommendation made by the 
United Nations on November 29, 1947, creating 
a ‘Jewish State” is from all points of view illegal 
by not being within its. jurisdiction nor authorized 
by its basic Charter. 

10) That the United Nations rejected all the 
attempts on the part of the Arab states and other 
Asian states, to try to submit the constitutionality 
of said recommendation to the International Court 
so that it could give a “consultative” opinion on the 
question? 

11) That when the General Assembly met to 
revise the case in 1948, it did not ratify the recom- 
mendation made in 1947 for the partition of Pal- 
estine—which nullified the legitimacy of legality 
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of the previous recommendation on the creation of 
a “Jewish State” within Palestinian territory? 


12) That no Asian or African nation—with 
the exception of South Africa—voted in favor of 
the division of Palestine and, thus, the creation of 
the “Jewish State,” while those which supported 
the recommendation approved in 1947, were the 
votes of. the European and American nations, in 
spite of persistent pressures exercised by the North 
American Government, pressures labelled ‘scandal- 
ous” by one of Truman’s own ministers? These 
pressures were effective only on the satellite 
delegates: from the Philippines (Asia) and Liberia 
(Africa) who gave in after the vigorous opposition 
of both during the first voting? 


13) That Israel remained, from its beginnings 
as a ‘““New State,” isolated from the new Afro- 
Asian world, having been admitted to none of the 
Afro-Asian conferences nor to any others held by 
the nonaligned nations? 


14) And that after the armistice was concluded 
in the year 1949, Israel continued practicing an ag- 
gressive policy, carrying out military attacks be- 
yond the line established by the armistice and invad- 
ing the neighboring Arab territories over and over 
again, having been condemned by the General 
Assembly of the United Nations six times, and 
another five times by the Security Council? 

15) That there has never been a similar case in 
which the United Nations Organization has had to 
condemn one of its members so many times in a 
row? 

16) That, on the other hand, no Arab state has 
ever been condemned by the United Nations for 
having practiced aggression against Israel or any 
other neighboring state? 
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17) That Israel’s aggressions have not been lim- 
ited to its Arab neighbors alone: Israel has usurped 
a territory, driving out its legitimate inhabitants, 
has assassinated the delegate of the United Nations 
and one of his aids, kidnapped other members of 
the international organization, illegally entering 
the offices of the armistice observers, repeatedly 
boycotting the meetings of the armistice commis- 
sion in order to paralyze its activities? 

18) That Israel has, moreover, established a 
discriminatory policy toward Arab citizens who 
remain in the occupied zones, obliging them to live 
apart, under constant surveillance, and with their 
liberties trampled, intimidated from moving from 
one town to another and their children deprived 
of attending school? Jobs are hard to find, even 
though they are given only the worst pay. 

19) And that, despite all these truths, Israel 
enjoys in the Western press, the reputation of the 
great bastion of democracy and the ““Champion of 
Peace” in the Middle East? 


20) That for this reason the Western powers 
insist on “establishing” a type of “equilibrium” in 
armaments between their protegy “State” of Israel 
on the one hand, and the 100 million inhabitants 
who occupy the 13 Arabs states, on the other hand? 

This attempt is as absurd as it would be to try to 
prevent People’s China from having more arms 
than Chiang Kai-Chek’s puppet government has or 
could get. 


Chapter 2 


Palestine, the Arabs, and Zionism 


Tabitha Petran 


The Arab case on Palestine is straightforward and 
obvious. It is understood and supported by colonial 
liberation movements everywhere. Few in the 
West ever bother to think about it, and an 
extraordinary double standard prevails. It is not 
difficult to imagine the reaction of Western 
opinion if in the June 1967 war the roles of Israel 
and the Arabs had been reversed, if the Arab states 
had made a blitzkrieg attack on Israel, if Arab 
armies had forcibly evicted Israelis from homes and 
land in Israel as the Israeli Army ruthlessly evicted 
Arabs from their homes and lands in occupied 
Jordan, Syria, Gaza, Sinai, and has continued to 
do ever since, 


Let us suppose that Israel was established by 
agreed decision, that it accepted as final the fron- 
tiers laid down by this decision, that the grave 
injury inflicted on the indigenous Palestine Arab 
population had been recognized and some compen- 


18 Chapter 2 


sation offered. This would have been asking of 
the Palestine Arabs, still more than two thirds the 
population after half a century of Zionist colo- 
nization, an unprecedented sacrifice. Yet perhaps 
some accommodation could have been reached. At 
the least the history of the past two decades would 
have been very different. 


For none of these suppositions has a basis in 
reality. 

—TIsrael was established not by agreed decision 
but by force, as Israel leaders are the first to 
proclaim in boasting that they owe nothing to 
the UN, and in violating virtually every one of 
the many UN resolutions applying to the Palestine 
question.” 


—Israel has never accepted any frontiers other 
than those of the Zionist concept of Eretz Israel 
(Land of Israel). Herzl defined this as extending 
“from the Brook of Egypt to the Euphrates’” 
and more significantly asserted: ““We will demand 
the land we need: the more immigrants the more 
land.’* Ben Gurion explained* Israel’s refusal to 
define its borders in 1948 by reference to the refusal 
of the original 13 American states to define the 
US border and its subsequent expansion to 50 
states stretching from the Atlantic to the mid- 
Pacific. Israel’s 1967 conquests still fall short of 


1 Among numerous examples see David Ben Gurion: “Establish- 
ment of the State was not in effect given in the UN resolution 
of last November 29...but by our ability to bring about a 
Cecisicn in the country by force.” Daily News Bulletin. Jewish 
Telegraph Agency, April 26, 1963. For the main UN resolutions 
defied by Israel see p. 49. 

2 The Comblete Diaries of Theodor Herzl, Vol. 11, Herzl Founda- 
tion, 1960, p. 711. 

3 Ibid., pp. 701-702. 

4 Haretz. October 20, 1967. The Arabs, in other words, are 
Israel’s Red Indians. 
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the minimum territorial goals demanded of the 
1919 Peace Conference: these included Southern 
Lebanon, Southern Syria to the gates of Damascus, 
Transjordan, and part of Sinai.” In January 1967 
Premier Eshkol told Le Monde’s Eric Rouleau, 
“there remains to us no more than 20 000 kilome- 
ters of ancient Palestine,” thereby indicating, com- 
mented Rouleau, that he considers a part of Iraq, 
a part of Syria, West Jordan, an Transjordan to 
be part of “ancient Palestine.”® 


—Israel and the Zionists have never recognized 
the rights of the indigenous Arab population, have 
never acknowledged the injustice done to them, 
and have proved incapable of even one humane 
gesture in their direction. “What Arabs? They are 
hardly of any consequence,” replied the ‘“tmoderate” 
Zionist leader, Chaim Weizmann, when Albert 
Einstein, who opposed the Jewish State,” asked 
him: “What about the Arabs if Palestine were giv- 
en to the Jews?”® This is the typical attitude of 
a racist settler movement. 


5 Document submitted by the Zionist Organization to the Peace 
Conference in Paris, February 3, 1919, in J. D. Hurewitz, 
Diplomacy in the Near and Middle East, Documentary Record: 
1914-1956, Vol. II, Princeton, N. J., 1956, pp. 45-48. 


6 Le Monde, January 13, 1967; Eric Rouleau et al., Israel et les 
Arabes, Paris, 1967, pp. 68-69. 


7 Einstein testified before the Anglo-American Committee of 
Inquiry on Palestine, The New York Times, January 12, 1946, 
p. 7, col. 1: “The State idea is not according to my heart. I 
cannot understand why it is needed. It is connected with 
narrow-mindedness and economic obstacles. I believe it is bad. 
I have always been against it.” In his Out of My Later Years, 
New York, 1950, p. 263, he expressed his resistance to “the 
idea of a Jewish State” and his fear of the “damage Judaism 
will sustain.” Alfred Linienthal, What Price Israel?, Chicago, 
1953, pp. 171-173, has exposed the story of the Zionist “cap- 
ture” of Einstein. 


8 Einstein interview, in Alfred Lilienthal, There Goes the Middle 
East, New York, 1957, p. 240 
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In the British Imperial Scheme 


The Balfour Declaration, November 2, 1917, 
expressed Britain’s intention to assist ‘“‘the establish- 
ment in Palestine of a national home for the 
Jewish people.” At that time, Jews made up 7% 
of the Palestine population. Most of them were 
opposed to political Zionism. The intentionally 
ambiguous 67-word Declaration, presented as the 
work of the British Government, had been drafted 
with elaborate care by the Zionists.’ It dismissed 
the indigenous Arab majority—93%. of the popu- 
lation owning 97.5% of the land—as “existing 
non-Jewish communities.” This was done, wrote 
J.M.N. Jeffries, “to conceal the fact that the 
Arabs to all intents constituted the population of 
the country ... to conceal the true ratio between 
Arabs and Jews, and thereby to make easier the 
suppression of the former.’’® The Declaration 
guaranteed “religious” and undefined “civil” 
rights to these so-called “non-Jewish communities” 
but omitted any mention of political rights. In 
a memorandum to the British Government, Au- 
gust 11, 1919, Balfour was more frank: “In 
Palestine we do not propose even to go through 
the form of consulting the wishes of the present 
inhabitants of the country.”” 

The “present inhabitants” had occupied Palestine 
as Arabs continuously for thirteen centuries, ‘‘a 
period of time conveying such evident and absolute 
ownership that anywhere else in the civilized world 
a kindred title would only be questioned by lunatics 


9 See J. M. N. Jeffries, Palestine the Reality, London, 1939, 

_ Chapter XI. 

10 [bsd. 

11 Pisst Series of Documents on British Foreign Policy, ed. by 
he ia and Butler. (HMSO 1952), Vol. IV, Chap. H, 
p. 340, 
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and disregarded by rogues.””® The Zionists claim 
Palestine on the basis of a promise received directly 
from God and an alleged Jewish historical con- 
nection which rests mainly on David and Solomon’s 
783-year rule—some 3000 years ago—over a. part 
of Palestine. But if remote historical connection 
is to confer title deeds, these also belong to the 
Palestine Arabs. A great scholar, Sir James Frazer, 
asserted that. 


in the opinion of competent judges the modern fellahin 
or Arabic-speaking peasants of Palestine are the descendants 
of pagan tribes which dwelt there before the Israelite invasion, 
and have clung to the soil ever since, being submerged but 
never destroyed by each successive wave of conquest which 
has swept over the land.'8 


The Israelites came to Palestine as invaders; 
their occupation, never complete, was intermittent 
and unstable. For centuries before the Romans 
destroyed the Temple in 70 AD—when Zionist 
mythology pretends all Jews were driven into 
world exile—the Jews had been emigrating from 
Palestine of their own choice: influential Jewish 
settlements flourished in all the great cities of the 
Roman Empire and Persia, and Jews in Palestine 
at the beginning of the Christian era numbered but 
a small fraction of the total Jewish population of 
the Roman Empire alone.* For more than 2000 


12 Jeffries, op. cit., p. 33. 
13 Sir James George Frazer, Folklore in the Old Testament, Studies 


in Comparative Religion, Legend and Law, abridged edition, 
New York, 1923, p. 167. See also Sir Richard Temple, Palestine 


Illustrated, London, 1888, p. 125. 


14 See Encyclopedia Biblica, a Dictionary of the Bible, London 
MDCCCXCIX, Vol. Dispersion. Col. 1107-1112; also Jeffries. 
op. cit., p. 30, citing the Zionist Leonard Stein. On the Israelite 
connection with Palestine see also Jeffries, Chapters I and 
» aed Barbour, Nist¢ Dominus, London, 1946, Chaps. 

an _ 8 
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years the overwhelming majority of world Jewry 
lived outside Palestine because it wanted to—and 
still does. The “longing for Zion” of a part of the 
Jews was always religious, differing little in 
character from the attachment of Christians to 
the Holy Land.** The 1881 pogroms in Russia 
provoked tens of thousands to emigrate annually 
to the US; a bare few hundred to Palestine.’® 
Moreover, Zionist racial theory claiming purity of 
descent of modern European-American Jews from 
the ancient Hebrews is demonstrably false.” 


Initially predisposed to Zionism, the King-Crane 
Commission in 1919 asserted that the Zionist 
claim to Palestine could: not be taken seriously.*® 
But this claim provided a convenient pretext for 
British presence in Palestine, as Weizmann fre- 
quently underscored. The most stalwart imperial- 
ists—Leopold Amery, Philip Kerr (later Lord 
Lothian), General Smuts of South Africa, etc.— 
were the most ardent Zionist enthusiasts. Amery, 
wrote Weizmann, “realized the importance of a 
Jewish Palestine in the British imperial scheme of 
things more than anyone else.”*” With the Balfour 


Declaration Britain created a problem where there 
was none, assumed responsibility for it, and so 


15 See Rabbi Jacob Agus, “Myth, Faith and Reality in Jewish Life,” 
Studies of the Len Baeck Institute. ed. Max Kreutzberger; New 
York, 1967, p. 226. 

16 S. M. Dubnow, Die neueste Geschichte des judischen Volkes 
1789-1914, Berlin, Judischer Verlag, 1920-23, Tome III, p. 327, 
cited in Maxime Rodison, “Israél, fait colonial,’ Les Temps 
Modernes, June 1967. 

17 See the distinguished anthropologist Juan Comas, in Issues 
(American Council for Judaism), Winter 1965-66, pp, 21-23; 
and Harry I. Shapiro, The Jewish People, UNESCO, 1960, 
pp. 74-75. 

18 Harrv N. Howard, The King-Crane Commission, Beirut, 1963, 
p. 351. 

¥9 Chaim Weizmann, Trial and Error, New York, 1949, p. 182. 
See also pp. 366 and 179. 
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secured British claims in the Ottoman Empire 
and kept France away from the “strategic corri- 
dor” protecting Suez. 

Under the cover of the League of Nations, 
Britain assigned itself the Palestine Mandate, all 
of whose important terms were written by the 
Zionists.” The Mandate, sealed the British-Zionist 
alliance and in effect established a British World 
Zionist Organization condominium to rule Pales- 
tine. Under the Mandate Britain assisted the 
Zionists to build a state within a state since it 
was understood between them that the “National 
Home” was the Jewish State in incubation; 
granted Jews everywhere a passport to enter 
Palestine “of right not on sufferance,” thus de- 
stroying the political status of the indigenous 
population; allowed the Zionists to build their own 
military forces, their own racially exclusive school, 
labor, and cooperative system, and gave them an 
exclusive concession to exploit all Palestine.”* In 
the period 1919-48, £300-£350 million (the pound 
sterling was then worth three to four times its 
present value) was contributed from abroad to 
Zionist state-building. This capital transfer a- 
mounted to £638 per immigrant—16 times the per 
capita income of the Arab population.” 

To the indigenous Arab majority, whose oppo- 
sition to this European settler invasion was held 
down by British police and military forces, the 
British-Zionist condominium denied all political 
rights and the means of self-defense. Yet Arab 


20 Jeffries, op. cét., pp. 521-543 for documentation. 

21 See Weizmann, op. cét., pp. 211-212; Jeffries, op. c#., p. 39. 

22 This was the Rutenberg Concession. See Jeffries, op. ciét., 
Chap. XXV. 

28 George C. Corm, Les finances d’Israél, Institute for Palestine 
Studies, Beirut, 1968, p. 23. 
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uprisings in 1921, 1929, 1933, and 1936-39 tes- 
tified to an unremitting Arab struggle for the right 
to self-determination in their own country. 

Within world Jewry the Zionists remained a 
minority. Without the rise of Nazism in Europe 
the Zionist Palestine venture would almost cer- 
tainly have failed. The interaction of Zionism and 
Nazism played a crucial role in the establishment 
of the Jewish State. 


Zionism and Nazism 


Arnold Toynbee has pointed out: “Zionism and 
antisemitism are expressions of an identical point 
of view.”™ This is the alleged “indigestibility” of 
the Jews. “Each country can absorb only a limited 
number of Jews if she does not want disorders in 
her stomach. Germany already has too many 
Jews.” 


This statement was made not by Julius Streicher 
but by Zionist leader Chaim Weizmann to a 
German audience in 1912.” Nazi antisemitic and 
Zionist propaganda, writes Rabbi Jacob Agus,” 
popularized the same slogans: that emancipation 
was a mistake; the presence of Jews in Europe, 
disruptive; that all Jews constitute “one folk” and 
are unique and unintegrable; that antisemitism is 
a natural, hence ineradicable, expression of the 
“folk feeling” of European nations and antisemit- 
ic ravings. therefore understandable. Benyamin 


24 To the American Council for Judaism, Philadelphia, The New 
York Times, May 7, 1961. 

23. March 18, 1912, Berlin. Cited by Benyamin Matovu, “The 
Zionist Wish and the Nazi Deed, How Zionist Propaganda 
Fed Nazi Theorists,” Issues, Winter 1966-67. 

26 ..Agus, op. cit., and Agus, The Meaning of Jewish History; New 
York, 1963, Vol. II, pp. 387-445. 
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Matovu” has documented the fact that direct 
reproduction of Zionist writings became the pat- 
tern of Nazi antisemitic propaganda. Among the 
Zionists most frequently quoted by the Nazis were 
Weizmann, Jacob Klatzkin, and Nahum Goldman, 
later a prime leader in the creation of Israel and 
longtime president of the World Zionist Organi- 
zation, who held that “Germans have the right 
to prevent Jews from intruding in the affairs of 
their folk” and already in 1920 advanced the Jewish 
stab-in-the-back theory to explain the 1918 
defeat.”* 


Asking whether “the Zionist program and phi- 
losophy” contributed “decisively” to the Nazi 
extermination of six million Jews, Rabbi Agus 
concludes that on the basis of present knowledge 
“it is impossible to answer this question.”” 
Nonetheless, he emphasizes that: 


1) Zionist propaganda “could not but reinforce the basic 
antisemitic assumption of the Jew as an eternal alien...”; 


2) the usefulness of antisemitism depended on its appeal 
to the large uncommitted middle class and this class ‘“‘was 
neutralized and paralyzed in Central Europe by the feeling 
that Jews were alien and would-be emigrants by their own 
admission’; 

3) when Central Europe was opened to democratic ideas 
after the First World War the Zionist orientation of the Jews 
put liberal opponents of antisemitism on the defensive; 


4) in those countries where Jews were Zionist-oriented they 
were “marked for slaughter with hardly a ripple of protest, 
while in Western countries..where Jews were distin- 
guished by religion only, concerted efforts were made to save 
them....” 


27 Matovu, op. ct. 
28 Cited by Agus, Meaning, op. cit., pp. 427-428. 
29 Ibid., p. 442 et seq. 
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There is more, however, to the Zionist-Nazi 
story than the identity of Nazi and Zionist pro- 
paganda about the Jews. In the tradition of Herzl, 
who held antisemitic governments to be Zionism’s 
best ally, German Zionists welcomed the Nazi rise 
to power as the death blow to assimilationism.” 
Zionist leaders offered the Nazi Government their 
cooperation in finding a solution to the Jewish 
question, urged Jews to wear the Yellow Star six 
years before the Nazis ordered it, and capitalized 
on their position as the only Jews able to associate 
with the Nazis to discredit non-Zionist Jews.” 
The Nazi Government and the Jewish Agency for 
Palestine concluded an agreement under which 
Zionist-selected Jews were permitted to emigrate 
to Palestine and transfer their property to be ex- 
changed there against British pounds: Palestine 
was flooded with German goods while American 
Jewry tried to organize a boycott of Nazi Ger- 
many. Zionist emissaries came from Palestine—in 
the words of the Zionist Kimche brothers—not 
to save German Jews; that was not their job.”* 
Their job was to select “suitable material,” ‘and 
they talked openly of “mutual interests.”** They 
were even allowed to set up “training camps” for 
Palestine under Nazi auspices. Zionists invited 
Eichman to Palestine, and when the British refused 
him permission to enter, Histadrut, representatives 
journeyed to Cairo to visit him.” 


30 Hannah Arendt, Eschman in Jerusalem, London, 1963, p. $4. 
81 [bid., pp. 54-55. 


82 Jan & David Kimche, The Secret Road: “Illegal’’ Migration of 
a People 1938-48, London, 1954, p. 27. 


83 Arendt, op. cét., pp. 55-56. 
84 Kimche, op. cét., p. 18. 
‘85 Arendt, op. cit., p. 56. 
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The price for this Zionist-Nazi collaboration 
was, as Dr. Hannah Arendt has emphasized, inevi- 
tably paid by non-Zionist Jews, the nonselected 
majority who found “themselves confronted with 
two enemies—the Nazi authorities and the Jewish 
authorities.’”** The Nazi Government dropped its 
pro-Zionist policy in 1939, but organized Jewry’s 
collaboration remained “the very cornerstone” of 
its Jewish policy.*’ Without it, writes Dr. Arendt, 
the ‘final solution” would not have been possible: 
“Without Jewish help in administrative and police 
works...there would have been chaos or an impos- 
sibly severe drain on German manpower.” 


The trial in Israel in which Zionist leader and 
high Israeli official, Rudolf Kastner, backed by 
the full power of the Israeli Government, tried 
(unsuccessfully) to clear himself of charges of 
having assisted Eichman in the slaughter of nearly 
a million Hungarian and Polish Jews; Ben Hecht’s 
Perfidy, based on sworn evidence at this trial; 
Arendt’s Eichman in Jerusalem; Raul Hilberg’s 
The Destruction of the European Jews—these 


..clearly documented how Jewish Agency leaders with held 
from the masses of Jews in Eastern Europe the fact that 
they were marked for shipment to death camps...fand] 
..clearly suggest that by maintaining the Nazis’ secret, the 
Zionist leadership, inside and outside Hitler’s Europe, made 
unlikely a mass uprising of the Jews and enabled the route 
to the gas chamber to remain unblocked by the desperate 
rebellion of doomed men. In return, some hundreds of 
Zionist leaders were permitted to escape to Palestine.*® 


Zionist leaders themselves insisted that their first 
concern was not rescue of the Jews but the estab- 
38 Arendt, op. cit., p. 56. 
37 Ibid., pp. 104-11. 


88 Ibid., p. 104. 
39 Matovu, op. cét. 


28 ‘Chapter 2 


lishment of a Jewish State in Palestine. In 1943, 
at the height of the exterminations, Itzhak Green- 
baum, head of the Jewish Agency Rescue Commit- 
tee, declared: “If I am asked could you give from 
UJA [United Jewish Appeal] moneys to rescue 
Jews? I say ‘No,’ and I say again, ‘No.’ In my 
opinion we have to resist that wave which puts 
Zionist activities in the second line.” 


American Zionist leader Rabbi Abba Silver stated 
in 1946 “that the rescue of a certain number of 
refugees, however vital and urgent, is not Zionism 
and that the clear purpose of Zionism was and is 
to give the Jewish people the status of a nation.”** 
Richard Crossman, a member of the Anglo- 
American Committee of Inquiry on Palestine, 
wrote: “Another important point has gradually 
emerged from the Zionists’ own statements. Their 
main preoccupation is not to save the Jews alive 
out of Europe, but to get Jews into Palestine and 
establish a Jewish State.’ 


In line with this policy the Zionists deliberately 
sabotaged all rescue efforts not directed to Palestine 
—among others, Roosevelt’s plan to rescue 500 000; 
projects for settlement in Alaska, Australia, Su- 
rinam; a British parliamentary resolution for 
temporary refuge during the war.** “Who can 


40 Statement to the Zionist Executive Council, February 18, 1943: 
“On the Holocaust and the Reaction,” cited in Ben Hecht, 
Perfidy, New York, 1961, p. 50. 

41 Statement to the Administrative ee of the Zionist Organ- 
ization of America, July 13, 6. 

42 Richard Crossman, Palestine ce Hamish Hamilton, Lon- 

don, p. 47. 

43° See Morris L. Ernst’s account of the Zionist sabotage of 
Roosevelt's plan in “Jewish Self-Segregation is Reactionary,” 
Councs] News (American Council for Judaism), May 1950; 
L. M. Fruchtbaum, “Where Else Could the Jews Have Gone?,” 
Issues, Winter 1967/Spring 1968, an account of the ‘Zionist 
sabotage of The Freeland League’s projects for. settlement of 
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tell how many thousands of Jewish lives might have 
been saved if these anti-Jewish pressures exerted by 
Jews had not been effected?” asked the Freeland 
League.** Erskine Childers, writing of this success- 
ful Zionist campaign to close the doors of other 
countries to Jewish refugees, found it “incredible 
that so grave and grim a campaign has received so 
little attention in the account of the Palestine 
struggle—it was a campaign that literally shaped 
all history.”*° 

Behind this grim campaign was Zionist deter- 
mination to persuade the world and especially the 
US—to which Zionism had moved its power base 
during the war—that there was only one solution 
to the refugee problem: the creation of a Jewish 
State. “For while many Americans might not sup- 
port a Jewish State,” wrote Richard Stevens, “tra- 
ditional American humanitarianism could be ex- 
ploited in favor of the Zionist Cause through the 
refugee problem. Indeed...the refugee problem 
had to remain unsolved in order to insure the 
creation of a Jewish State in Palestine.’** This 
Zionist campaign linking the refugee problem to 
the creation of the state was enormously successful 
in the US. 

The Nazi chapter in Zionist state-building sug- 
gests answers to crucial questions concerning the 
effect upon the Jews themselves of Zionist racial 
and collaborationist policies and of overriding 
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Zionist power ambitions in Palestine. That Zionism 
contributed to the almost universal collaboration 
of organized Jewry with the Nazis and to the 
general absence of resistance can hardly be denied. 
The late William Zukerman pointed out: 


The heroic men and women who died on the barricades of 
Warsaw belonged to a section of the Jews who held their 
home was in the countries where they had been born, had 
worked, and had contributed to wealth and culture...to 


them the future of European Jews, after the war, lay in 
Europe, in the homes they had loved and fought for....47 


Zionist Military Conquest 


The Zionist policies show that the widely held 
concept of Israel as a refuge for the persecuted is 
mistaken and tell us much about the character of 
the Zionist settler movement in Palestine. Zionist 
callousness to the Jewish masses was matched by 
Zionist callousness to the indigenous Palestine 
population, Zionist “‘self-segregation” in the “land 
of exile” where assimilation is the main enemy, by 
Zionist “‘self-segregation” in the “land of desti- 
nation” (Palestine) where the indigenous Arab 
population has always been the main enemy. Hence 
the practice of racial exclusiveness and indoctri- 
nation of school children both with hatred of the 
Arab** and with contempt for people of Jewish 
faith living in the diaspora.” 


47 The Jewish Newsletter, cited by Elmer Berger, The Jewssh 
Dilemma, New York, 1946, p. 37. 

48 See Moshe Menuhin, The Decadence of Judaism in Our Times, 
New ‘York, 1965, p, 5u. Menuhin, father of Yehudi Menuhin, 
was a member of the first graduating class of the Gymnazia 
Herzlia in Tel Aviv. He says that pupils were required to 
dedicate: themselves to the task of redeeming “our Jewish 
homeland” by making in goysmrein (clear of Arabs), 

49 Prof. Yehezkel Kaufman wrote of the textbooks used in Hebrew 
schools in Mandated Palestine: “All this sounds as if it had 
come straight out of a textbook of German ‘racial science’.” 


Palestine, the Arabs, and Zionism 3% 


The Zionist state goal required, as the King- 
Crane Commission pointed out already in 1919, 
“practically complete dispossession”” of the in- 
digenous inhabitants. The 1942 Biltmore program 
demanded an exclusively Jewish State in all Pal- 
estine, unlimited immigration, and a Jewish Army. 
The 1943 “enlarged program” of the Zionist 
Organization in Palestine called for a Jewish State 
embracing all Palestine ‘and probably Transjor- 
dan,” removal of the Arab population to Iraq, 
and “Jewish leadership for the whole Middle 
East in the fields of economic development and 
control:”” In 1944 the British Labour Party 
National Executive, backing a Jewish Palestine 
State, advocated forcible removal of the Arab 
population and extension of Palestine’s borders at 
the expense of neighboring Arab states.” 


Plans to implement this program got under 
way during the war if not before: “Boastful 
revelations made after the birth of the State of 
Israel proclaimed that practically everything that 
happened between 1945 and 1948 was part of 
an impressive overall plan....”°° 


The US Minister in Cairo in 1944 reported 
Zionist arms purchases over a two-year period 
from the Vichy French and Zionist determination 
to establish the Jewish State “‘despite any opposition 
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from the one million Arabs living there.”** In 
1945 David Ben Gurion, visiting New York, suc- 
ceeded in mobilizing millions of. dollars from 18 
Jewish millionaires to buy arms industries at cut- 
rate prices from the United States.” 


A terrorist campaign directed first to evicting 
the British and then the indigenous Arab popu- 
lation began in 1944. A longtime Zionist, I. F. 
Stone, acknowledged that: ‘In the case of Pal- 
estine, as of other such struggles, the mother 
country was assailed because it showed more con- 
cern for the native majority than was palatable 
to the colonialist minority.” Illegal immigration, 
seizure of arms and explosives, demolitions carried 
out by the Haganah, the Stern, and Irgun gangs 
aimed at the Arabs as well as the British. The 
Haganah’s destruction of all Palestine’s rail and 
road. communications with its Arab neighbors in 
June 1946 was, for example, timed to coincide with 
the Arab League conference-.on Palestine at Bludan. 

Because the Zionist campaign was a settler re- 
volt with powerful backing from its American- 
European home base, British reaction was highly 
restrained.” Eventually the Zionist terrorist cam- 
paign inside Palestine and Zionist pressures outside 
coupled with US support for Zionist demands 
induced Britain to hand the “Palestine problem” to 
the American-dominated UN. In 1946 the Jewish 
Agency had proposed a partition plan to the US 
and British Governments,” and the Majority 
UNSCOP Report now also advocated partition. 
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Scandalous Zionist and US pressures on UN dele- 
gations (ranging from mink coats for delegates’ 
wives to promises of economic aid and threats 
of economic reprisals)*® succeeded in compelling 
the General Assembly—where the necessary votes 
had been lacking three days earlier—to adopt the 
Partition Resolution, November 29, 1947, by the 
narrow margin of three votes. Only three Afro- 
Asian states voted for it: South Africa, and in 
a last minute switch achieved by US arm-twisting, 
Liberia and the Philippines. To the Arabs and 
other Afro-Asians the Partition vote was only a 
new form of European-American diktat. 


The Resolution provided for internationalizing 
Jerusalem and creating an independent Jewish 
State (498 000 Jews and 497000 Arabs) and an 
independent Arab State (725000 Arabs and 
10 000 Jews). It awarded the Jews, barely a third 
of the population and owning less than 6% of 
the land, 56% of the total area of Palestine in- 
cluding its most fertile parts. 


The Arabs rejected partition on the grounds 
that 1) partition of a country against the will of 
the majority of its inhabitants violated the UN 
Charter, the right to self-determination, inter- 
national law and practice; and 2) that the Jews 
exclusively were to rule a state that was 50% Arab 
and in which Arabs owned more than 90% of 
the land. Arab and Asian demands for a plebiscite 
in Palestine and for a World Court decision on 
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the competency of the UN to decree partition 
were brushed aside. 


The Zionists embraced partition “with all the 
fervor of a commandment born on the crest of 
Mt. Sinai,”®° not because they were satisfied with 
this allocation but because it offered a bridgehead 
for the seizure of all Palestine and eviction of 
the Arabs. Already in 1946 the Haganah had told 
the Anglo-American Committee of Inquiry: “If 
you accept the Zionist solution but are unable or 
unwilling to enforce it, please do not interfere, 
and we ourselves will secure its implementation.”™ 
In the month before the UN Partition vote, the 
Zionists, by their own admission,” decided to hold 
on to all 33 Jewish settlements outside the bound- 
aries of the proposed Jewish State as well as other 
isolated settlements. Former Haganah Commander 
Netanel Lorch, pointing out the ‘far-reaching 
implications of this decision,” said: 

It was realized that the defense of Tel Aviv must start at 
Revivim in the Negev; of Jerusalem at Etzion in the Hebron 
mountains | Arab State area]; and of Haifa at Yechiam in 
Western Galilee [Arab State area]. Those settlements were 


defensive barriers and potential offensive bases of the State 
which was. about to be established.®* 


This decision and the reference to the “defense 
of Jerusalem” show that the Zionists intended 
to respect neither the partition boundaries nor 
the internationalization of Jerusalem and already 
pointed to the military offensive they were to 
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Jaunch six weeks before Arab armies entered the 
Arab State area (never the Jewish State area) to 
prevent Zionist seizure of all Palestine and eviction 
of its Muslim and Christian population. Of this 
so-called “Arab invasion” which Israel claims “set 
aside the 1947 Partition boundaries by force,”™ 
UN Commander Burns said: “It would seem that 
the Arabs outside Palestine should have as much 
right to come to the assistance of Arabs in Pales- 
tine as Jews outside Palestine to come to the as- 
sistance of Jews within.”® 


Israel asserts that the “Arab aggression” ren- 
dered “all UN resolutions null and void” includ- 
ing, as Burns wryly remarked,” those adopted 
long after the alleged aggression. Israel has used 
the pretext of “Arab aggression” to free itself of 
all legal restraints to expand as it likes ever since 
and to refuse repatriation of the evicted 
Palestinians. 


The half-year period between the Partition vote 
and May 15, 1948, in Prof. Hocking’s words, 
“contains the key to all that followed.” The 
partition decision, wrote Prof. Walid Khalidi, 
“was a revolutionary decision designed to effect a 
radical territorial redistribution in favour of the 
Zionists. To succeed the Zionists had to revolu- 
tionize the status quo, and action, initiative, and 
offense were therefore the sine qua non for the 
realization of Zionist objectives.” 
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Vis-a-vis the Palestine Arabs, Zionist military 
power was overwhelming. In Palestine, wrote Clare 
Hollingworth, “‘ill-organized unruly groups of 
Arabs were faced by a powerful, efficient, and ut- 
terly ruthless machine: there was never any doubt 
of the result.”® Lorch concedes that the Palestine 
Arabs “had no full-time military force, no con- 
solidated organic units, no unified command” and 
“no naval strength”; and that their “most power- 
ful’? military institution was the age-old system 
by which a sheik or village chieftain could call 
up his followers for a specific purpose for a few 
days. But, said Hollingworth, “not one Arab in 
a thousand had any experience of modern warfare 
or warfare at all.” Palestinians were armed, if at 
all, with rifles left over from the 1936 rebellion. 
In January 1948 volunteers from other Arab states 
began crossing into Palestine. This so-called “Arab 
Liberation Army” was “nondescript” and “badly 
and incongruously armed with out-of-date rifles 
and pistols dating back to the First World War 
if not earlier.”"? (Some had been captured by the 
Wahabis from the Turks in the 19th century.) “” 
These volunteers who eventually numbered per- 
haps 4000 made only two major attacks before 
May 15, both unsuccessful. Lorch described “Arab 
actions” by the end of February as “still sporadic, 
directed from various centers and often the result 
of ‘private enterprise’.””* In short, the efforts of 
a people without military training or experience 
and without unified leadership to hold on to their 
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country and homes in face of a ruthless Zionist 
machine powered by aliens and arms coming 
from all over the world. On the morrow of the 
Partition vote, Britain handed Tel Aviv and its 
environs to the local Jewish authorities who 
thereafter used its port to import arms and fight- 
ing men. 

The Zionist machine” included three Palmach 
brigades, six Khish (field force) brigades, two 
Irgun brigades plus the Khim (garrison) troops, 
the Jewish Settlement Police, the Gadna Youth 
battalions, and the armed settlers: Its arms were 
plentiful. Ha Sepher Ha Palmach (Book of the 
Palmach)™ reveals that local Zionist arms factories 
were in March producing 100 sub-machine guns 
a day (soon increased to 200); 400 000 rounds of 
9 mm ammunition per month; flame throwers; 
antitank guns; a heavy mortar whose 60 lb. TNT 
shells were used especially against civilian quarters; 
as well as large numbers of grenades and 2-and 
3-inch mortar shells. The first Czech arms ship- 
ment arrived at the end of March; the second, a few 
days later. 


The Palestine Arabs’ only strength was that they 
were in place.”” To achieve its aims the Zionist 
machine had to dislodge them. On the morrow of 
the Partition vote, Professor Hocking pointed out: 


Disorders broke out from both sides. In the confusion a 
pattern began to emerge, an organized military campaign 
systematically directed towards two major objectives: -first 
to confirm Jewish domination over the Arabs within the 
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proposed limits of the Jewish State and second, to enlarge 
these limits. The Irgun, the Stern Gang, and the Haganah... 
began openly to attack Arab villages and cities, driving 
out the inhabitants or massacring those who stood by their 
homes and ficlds.... That this was a planned military ma- 
neuver there is no longer the slightest doubt.’® 


Israeli sources—Ha Sepher Ha Palmach, Volumes 
I and II, and Qurvot 1948 (Battles 1948)— 
describe this military campaign Plan C and Plan 
D—in detail. Zionist strategy was based on the 
timetable of British withdrawal. The British deci- 
sion to maintain de jure authority over Palestine, 
but to evacuate their forces from successive areas 
by stages, permitted the Zionists to evict the Arab 
population and seize strategic points within the 
State area behind the shield of Britain’s authority, 
which prevented any interference from regular 
Arab armies. The Zionist offensive was facilitated 
by the fact that the British handed over more and 
more Jewish areas but lingered in Arab areas where 
they impeded any Arab defense preparations and 
did nothing to stop Zionist attacks on the Arabs. 


Plan C, the first phase of the Zionist strategy, 
involved: 1) putting constant pressure everywhere 
against the Palestine Arabs (raids on villages and 
terrorist attacks on Arab quarters in the cities), 
and 2) maintaining contact with the Jewish set- 
tlements outside the Jewish State area.”® Palmach 
Commander Yigal Allon explained that this con- 
tact was necessary for the coming offensive to 
unite with these settlements.*° Plan D, the second 
phase, was an allout offensive to conquer and hold 
territory in the wake of the withdrawing British 
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forces. Qurvot 1948 defined Plan D’s purpose as 
“control of the area given to us by the UN iz 
addition to areas occupied by us which were outside 
these borders [our emphasis] and the setting up 
of forces to counter the possible invasion of Arab 
armies after May 15.”" 


Plan D went into effect at the end of March. 
Its timing was dictated by completion of Zionist 
mobilization, Plan C’s failure so far to force any 
significant flight of Arabs, reversal of the US 
position on partition, and the beginning of a 
Security Council retreat form it.” Of 13 major 
military operations included in Plan D, eight were 
carried out outside the Jewish State area and all 
before May 15 when Arab armies entered the 
Arab State area to try to prevent the Zionist seizure 
of all Palestine and halt the eviction of its Arab 
inhabitants.” Yigal Allon wrote of this pre-May 
15, 1948, period of the war: 

This stage of the war, which was made possible by the grad- 
ual British evacuation...gave Haganah valuable victories. 
Thanks to the local offensive war, the continuity of Jewish 
territories was accomplished and also the penetration of our 
forces into Arab areas.... If it wasn’t for the Arab invasion, 
there would have been no stop to the expansion of the forces 


of the Haganah, who could have, with the same drive, reached 
the natural borders of Western Isracl....°* [our emphasis. ] 


On May 15, 1948, the Zionists were indeed on 
their way to complete military dominance of 
Palestine and had expelled 300 000 Palestine Arabs. 
Zionist propaganda maintains that the Arabs left 
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on orders of their leaders—although in 1948 it 
said nothing whatever about these alleged orders” 
and has never produced a single piece of primary 
evidence. Erskine Childers’ study of the records 
of the BBC*°—which monitored all Middle East 
broadcasts throughout 1948—and Professor 
Khalidi’s study of the Arab press and Arab radio 
broadcasts during this period,” have completely 
refuted this Zionist claim. Childers found not 
even one appeal or order from any Arab leader 
calling on the people to leave, but many appeals, 
even flat orders, to the civilians of Palestine to stay 
put. Zionist sources themselves, moreover, describe 
the terrorist and psychological warfare used to 
evict the Palestinians.** Of the effect of the mas- 
sacre of Deir Yassin, April 9—called by Toynbee 
“comparable to the crimes committed by the Nazis 
against the Jews”—Menachem Begin boasted: “Of 
the about 800 000 Arabs who lived in the present 
territory of Israel, only some 165 000 are still there. 
The political and economic significance of this 
development can hardly be overestimated.” 
Palmach Commander Allon described the tactics 
he used before May 15 “to clean the inner Galilee’: 
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1 gathered all the Jewish mukhtars, who have contact with 
Arabs in different villages, and asked them to whisper in 
the ears of some Arabs that a great Jewish reinforcement 
had arrived in Galilee and that it is going to burn all of 
the villages of Huleh. They should suggest to the Arabs, 
as their friends, to escape while there was still time.... The 
tactic reached its goal completely... The wide areas were 
cleaned....°° 


It was this mass exodus of the Palestine Arabs 
in face of the Zionist military offensive that com- 
pelled reluctant Arab governments to send 
their armies into the Arab State area of Palestine. 
This decision was not taken until early May and 
in the case of the Egyptian Army not until 
May 12.” 

So much for the Israeli pretension that Arab 
armies “‘set aside the 1947 Partition boundaries 
by force.” When these armies entered the Arab 
State area, they found Zionist military forces 
occupying strategic areas well inside it. 


The ‘State of Israel” (so designated to signify 
that it was not yet coterminous with Eretz Israel) 
was proclaimed May 14 in defiance of UN reso- 
lutions of April 17 and May 14” and of the 
Partition Resolution itself, which stipulated that 
the two states were to come into being only two 
months after the end of the Mandate. This was 
done in accordance with a secret deal between 
Weizmann and President Truman, of which the 
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US UN delegation, then arguing for a UN trustce- 
ship over Palestine, was unaware.” 


The outcome of the war between Israeli forces 
driving to seize all Palestine and Arab armies 
which tried to prevent this was determined by the 
support Israel received from its European-Ameri- 
can home base. In violation of UN truce orders 
prohibiting import of arms, Israel imported tons 
of proscribed weapons from West and East. In 
violation of UN directives stipulating no alteration 
of battle lines and no gains for either side during 
the truce, Israel gained immensely from military 
offensives in the Negev, to the Aqaba Gulf and 
through Central Galilee, while the British cut off 
ammunition supplies to Arab armies.” 


The Palestine Arabs 


By the end of 1948, Israel had evicted nearly a 
million Palestine Arabs—shorn of their homes, 
lands, and most personal property. Even if one 
chooses to believe in face of the evidence that 
the Arabs fled “voluntarily” before—to use the 
words of the Zionist Jan Kimche—“the orgy of 
looting and wanton destruction which hangs like 
a black pall over almost all the Jewish military 
successes,” what of it? Since when, asks Professor 
Erich Fromm, is flight “punishable by confiscation 
of property and by being barred from returning 
to the land on which a people’s forefathers have 
lived for generations?””* International law and 
equity guarantee the rights of individuals in such 
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circumstances whatever their nationality or creed. 
Moreover, because there were to have been as many 
Arabs as Jews in the Jewish State, the Partition 
Resolution had specifically guaranteed the civil, 
political, economic, religious, and property rights 
of the Arabs. 

Of the first 3780 Jewish settlements established 
after 1948, 350 were on the property of evicted 
Arabs. Israel took over 388 Arab towns and villages 
containing nearly half the buildings in Palestine, 
10 000 shops, businesses, and stores, and some 30 000 
acres of citrus groves (from which it drew 4 of 
its foreign exchange earnings).”’ Arab losses in 
property and revenue had by 1962 reached over 
$2000 million.’ This, in Toynbee’s words, is 
robbery and “‘all Israel is implicated in the matter 
of the massacre and expulsion of the Palestine 
Arabs because they have taken the land and the 
property which is legally and rightfully still that 
of the Arabs.’’? Most of the Arabs to whom all 
this belongs have lived for 20 years in refugee 
camps on a dole of 1500 calories a day and without 
a penny of compensation. 

Israel’s policy of placing all responsibility for 
the refugees on the Arab states is designed to hide 
its own crimes against these people and to confuse 
the real issue: that the Palestine dispute is, first of 
all, a dispute between Israel and the Palestine 
Arabs, citizens of a nation that has been obliterated 
from the map but which lives in them and which 
they are determined to restore; it is only secondarily 
a dispute between the Arab states and Israel. 
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The Arab States and Israel 


The Arab State conflict with Israel has to do 
primarily with Israel’s expansionist character. “To 
maintain the status quo will not do,” said Ben 
Gurion. “We have set up a dynamic state bent 
upon expansion.”*° This proved no idle boast. The 
Partition Resolution allotted the “Jewish State” 
5500 square miles of Palestine. By the end of 1949, 
Israel occupied 7100 square miles. By 1952, 7800. 
By 1955, 7993.’ Today it occupies more than 
30 000 square miles and has proclaimed its intention 
to retain much if not all of this area. Israel’s bent 
for expansion has been throughout its existence 
the sum and substance of its policy toward the 
Arab states. | 

Israel’s first application for UN membership 
was rejected in December 1948 because it occupied 
land outside the Partition boundaries and had 
expelled the Arab inhabitants. Israel tricked the 
UN into approving its second application by 
pretending to accept the provisions of the Partition 
Resolution: on May 12, 1949, it joined the Arab 
states in signing the Lausanne Protocol in which 
both sides agreed to negotiate a settlement within 
the framework of the Partition Resolution.’ Ben 
Gurion later explained*** that this was done only 
to influence the UN to approve Israel’s admission. 
Once it was admitted to the UN, almost coincident 
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with its signature of the Protocol, Israel promptly 
repudiated its obligations under the Protocol.’ 
The UN, however, made Israel’s admission con- 
ditional on its compliance with the Partition 
Resdlution (on territory and internationalization 
of Jerusalem) and the December 11, 1948, 
Resolution demanding that it repatriate the 
refugees. Since Israel has never complied with these 
resolutions, its membership in the UN is illegal. 


The Armistice Agreements 


“Every step in the establishment of the Zionist 
State has been a challenge to justice,’ wrote UN 
Commander Elmo Hutchison. “It was an attempt 
partially to right this wrong that led to the Armis- 
tice Agreements of 1949. The intention then was 
to implement the UN Partition Plan.” 


The Security Council clearly defined the Armis- 
tice Agreements as “provisional,” ‘dictated ex- 
clusively by military not political considerations,” 
and the Armistice demarcation lines as “not to 
be construed in any sense as a political or territorial 
boundary.” Israel, however, in an effort to compel 
the. Arab states to recognize the fait accompli of 
its ‘military conquests, claimed the Agreements 
ended the state of war and until the June 1967 war 
claimed the Armistice lines as its political boun- 
daries. The Arabs maintained that the Agreements 
provided only a suspension of hostilities. This 
position is supported by international law, the 
plain language of the UN resolutions and of the 
Agreements themselves. 


104 Today Israel denies it ever signed. See article from Nablus in 
Le Monde, July 20, 1967. 

105 Commander Elmo Hutchison, Violent Truce, New York, 1956, 
pp. 95-96. 
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For 20 years Israel’s propaganda has pictured its 
existence as constantly threatened by the Arab 
states. UN records and the fact of Israel’s territo- 
rial aggrandizement show that it is the existence and 
territorial integrity of the Arab states that have 
been constantly threatened and encroached upon 
by Israel. Taken together, Israel’s violations of the 
Armistice Agreements reveal a calculated policy 
of provocation and aggression. General Dayan 
called it a policy of “calculated violations which 
we had to weigh carefully against political risks.”””° 


In the period mid-1949 to April 1967, Israel 
was condemned by the UN’ for more than 30 
military attacks by its regular armed forces into 
Arab territory, attacks often involving massacre 
of civilians and destruction of homes and villages. 
No Arab state has ever made an attack by its 
regular. armed forces into Israeli-held territory. 
Arab violations of the Armistice have consisted in 
the main of individual crossings by farmers and 
villagers who return to their homes to retrieve 
crops and belongings. Responsibility for such viola- 
tions lies with Israel since it bars the refugees’ 
return and with those who drew the demarcation 
lines in such a way as to cut off villages from their 
water sources or fertile lands.*** Israel used these 
infiltrations and incidents inside Israel which could 
not be attributed to the Arabs’”’ as a pretext for 
“retaliatory raids’ by its Army. These raids, 
General Dayan told Army officers in August 
1955, aimed to compel the Arabs to accept 


106 Cited in Bilby, op. c#t., p. 105. 
107 By the Mixed Armistice Commissions and on five occasions by 
the Security Council. 


108 See Hutchison, op. cét., p. 11. 
109 = Jbid., p. 104. 
110 Cited in Burns, op, cst., pp. 63-64. 
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“peace” on Israel’s terms. Israel’s aggressions also 
served to assure financial support from abroad 
and to acquire springboards for future and larger 
aggressions. 


Israel has always talked peace to hide its aggressive 
policy from world public opinion and is never 
more eloquent on this subject than just before or 
just after some military attack or massacre. If 
Arab leaders have talked war, they did so only 
to hide their impotence before the international 
power alignment protecting Israel and its ag- 
gressions. 


The June 1967 War 


The hidden dynamic of Israel’s June 1967 ag- 
gression is revealed in Premier Eshkol’s Foreword 
to the 1966 Israeli Government Yearbook, where 
he declares that it will not be enough to bring 
“two or three or even four million Jews to Israel” 
since Zionist goals and “‘the needs of the State are 
involved.” 


Israel’s propaganda buildup for its aggression 
began in January 1964 coincident with the Arab 
Summit decision to divert the Arab headwaters of 
the Jordan River for Arab use. Of the Jordan’s 
flow, 77 % originates in Arab states which therefore 
have a right to these waters. The planned Arab 
diversion would have appropriated roughly 40% 
of these waters—less than the 60% share allotted 
to the Arab states in the Johnston proposals of 


131 Uri Avnery, “What an Israeli Really Thinks of American 
Zionists,’ Issues, Spring 1959; see also Hutchison, op; cét., 
pp. 120-122; and Carl Von Horn, Soldiering for Peace, Lon- 
don, 1966, p. 96. 
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1953 and 1955.7 Yet Israel campaigned against 
the plan as “‘a direct menace to its existence,”””” and 
threatened military action to prevent its execution. 
The plan posed a threat only to Israel’s Jordan- 
Negev diversion, which is based on appropriation of 
most if not all of the sweet waters of the Jordan for 
use outside the river basin and which is necessary 
to fulfill Israel’s ambitions for unlimited immi- 
gration and economic-military expansion. The 
Johnson Administration encouraged Israel’s aggres- 
sive reaction, and a new Western arms buildup of 
Israel now began. In April 1965, the US Ambas- 
sador in Tel Aviv apologized to Foreign Minister 
Mier “for recent declarations of high State De- 
partment officials that US arms deliveries to Israel 
were linked to promises not to react with force 
to the Arab diversion.”* Israel’s threats,” bom- 
bardments of the diversion works, and US refusal 
to condemn these attacks induced President Nasser 
to announce abandonment of the Arab project, 
May 31, 1965. 


112 The Arab Summit Conference sent Arab Foreign. Ministers 
to inform world capitals of its decisions and points of view. 
This was one of the points they stressed. Another was that 
they did not want war. 

113 Golda Meier, February 28, 1964, in L’Orient (Beirut), Feb- 
ruary 29. Eshkol made similar statements to the Knasset, 
January 19, 1964, Le Monde, January 23, 1964. 

114 April 16, 1965, L’Orient, April 17. This apology was the answer 
to angry protests by Israeli leaders and newspapers over a US 
offer reportedly made by American emissary Averell Harriman 
to grant Israel additional arms if it would react with greater 
caution to the Arab diversion plan. See Cahiers de l’Orient 
contemporam, LVI], pp. 28-29. 


115 Eshkol, for example, proclaimed: “Israel counts on its Army 
as well as the promises of the Great Powers to prevent the 
Arab diversion of the Jordan,’ L’Orient, January 20, 1965. 
And General Dayan declared: “The Army’s form of persua- 
sion will not be sufficient. Its entry into action will be necessary 
as it was in 1956 to open the Port of Elath,” The New York 
Times, March 26, 1965. 


Palestine, the Arabs, and Zionism 49 


This should have satisfied Israel and the US if 
their aim was solely to protect the Jordan-Negev 
diversion. On the contrary Israel’s aggressiveness 
increased. With US and British backing it began 
a campaign to open the Suez Canal to Israeli ship- 
ping as demanded in a 1951 Security Council 
Resolution. Egypt’s position has consistently been 
that it would comply with this Resolution if 
Israel would comply with the UN resolutions 
applying to it. These include the following which 
remain unimplemented to this day: Partition; 
Repatriation and Compensation of the Refugees 
(December 11, 1948); Conditions on Israel’s Ad- 
mission to the UN (May 11, 1949); Internation- 
alization of Jerusalem (December 9, 1949); Pro- 
tection of the Rights, Properties, and Interests of 
the Refugees (December 14, 1950). As President 
Nasser stated in 1959: “The resolutions concerning 
Palestine are an indivisible entity...it would be 
unfair if only we are asked to implement the one 
resolution on our side while Israel does not imple- 
ment those on her side.”*"® 

Israel found another pretext for its war buildup 
in 1965 when Palestinian fedayeen (commandos) 
began to make small raids into Israel. The fedayeen, 
said the Journal de Genéve, are ‘“‘a concrete and 
living expression of the Palestine people which has 
itself decided to fight and die in order to recover 
its usurped country.” Israel, in line with its 
policy of denying the existence of the Palestine 
people, chose to hold Syria responsible and escalated 
its attacks and threats against Syria throughout. 
1966 and the first half of 1967. 


116 WNasser’s interview with Wilton Wynn, AP correspondent, 
October 8, 1959, in Arab World, October 9. 
117° Journal de Genéve, April 22/23, 1966. 
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In May 1967, when President Nasser asked 
UNEP’s withdrawal, partially reimposed the Aqaba 
blockade, and moved his troops into Sinai, he was 
acting within Egypt’s sovereign rights, seeking to 
wipe out the last vestiges of Israel’s 1956 aggression, 
and above all to counter repeated Israeli threats 
to overthrow the Damascus government. His offer 
to reactivate the Egypt-Israel Mixed Armistice 
Commission, his proposal for a global review of 
the Palestine question at the UN, his acceptance of 
U Thant’s proposals, and his answers to President 
Johnson’s messages made perfectly clear the de- 
fensive character of these actions and his desire 
for a political solution.” 


Israel refused, as it always has, to submit its 
case to international law or the UN since its ex- 
istence is based on the right of conquest: “‘Not 
one inch of land! Not one refugee!” Hence there 
is nothing to “negotiate” except total Arab sur- 
render. Israel’s 1967 aggression was another step 
to attain this end. Closure of the Aqaba Gulf 
provided only a long-sought pretext. Israel’s pres- 
ence on the Gulf is illegal and in violation of the 
Egyptian-Israel Armistice Agreement, which spe- 
cifically excludes Israel from the Gulf.” Israel 
seized its position on the Gulf by armed force 13 
days after signing the Armistice in one of its many 
“calculated violations” to occupy additional Arab 
land. Enforcement of the Armistice Agreement 
would compel Israel’s withdrawal from the Gulf. 
The question of whether or not the Tiran Strait 
is an international waterway should be referred to 
the World Court. Closure of the Strait, through 
which passed no more than 5% of Israel’s external 


118 See Eric Rouleau et al., op. cit., pp. 82-110. 
119 Annex II B of the Egyptian-Israeli Armistice Agreement. 
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commerce, posed a threat not to its existence but, 
as the Jewish Observer & Middle East Review 
(June 2, 1967) revealed, to its plan to build an 
oil pipeline from the Aqaba Gulf to the Mediter- 
ranean to compete with the Suez. Canal and break 
its monopoly. (This project is now underway.) 


Statements of Israeli leaders since the war and 
Israel’s systematic policy of attempting to empty 
the occupied territories of Arabs show clearly that 
its demand for “direct peace negotiations” is sim- 
ply a smokescreen behind which it will hang on 
to most if not all these territories. The US fully 
supports Israel’s diktat. A State Department of- 
ficial commented after the June war: 

Israel has probably done more for the US in the Middle 
East in relation to money and effort invested than any 
of our so-called allies and friends elsewhere round the globe 
since the end of the Second World War. In the Far. East 
we can get almost no one to help us in Viet-Nam. Here 
the Israelis won the war singlehandedly, have taken us off 
the hook, and have served our interest as well as theirs.1*° 


The Arab peoples, above all the Palestinian 
people, will not and cannot accept the existence 
of Israel, a colonial-type creature imposed by forces 
outside the area. This does not mean—and the 
Zionists know this—that they plan the genocide 
of its Jewish inhabitants. Theirs is a political goal 
no different in character from the goal of the 
liberation movement in. South Africa. In this 
goal, they should have the support of all dem- 
ocratic and progressive peoples, including the 
Jewish masses, who have also been victims of 
Zionism, and are being led by Zionism toward 
another disaster. 


120 US News & World Report, June 19, 1967, p. 42. 


Chapter 3 


The Zionist Movement* 


Sami Hadawi 


I 


Aims and Aspirations 


The Zionist movement was officially born during 
the first Zionist Congress held in Basle in 1897, 
under the presidency of Theodor Herzl. The ob- 
jectives of the movement were summarized as 
follows: 


Zionism struggles to create in Palestine a home- 
land for the Jewish people guaranteed as a 
public right; to obtain this result the Con- 
gress proposes the following methods: 

1) Fostering, according! to suitable plans, of 
the colonization of Palestine by Jewish farm 
and industry workers. 

2) Integration of all the Jews of the world 
into appropriate local and international or- 
ganizations in keeping with the laws in effect 


* From La lotta del popolo ralestinese (The Struggle of the 
Palestinian People), Giangiacomo Feltrinelli, ed., Milan, 1969. 
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in the countries where these organizations are 


founded. 


3) Strengthening of the national Jewish con- 
sciousness. 


4) Development of the methods necessary 
to obtain from the governments concerned the 
consent necessary to achieve Zionism’s aims’ 


Frontiers of the “Zionist State” 


Although oriented toward Palestine, considered 
the “Hebrew State”’—Der Judenstaat, as Herzl 
called it in his tract of the same title published 
in 1896—the Zionist movement allows for a cer- 
tain flexibility in drawing up the boundaries of 
the proposed state. Thus, according to Herzl, 

“the northern frontier shall be the slope of the 
mountain chain opposite Capadocia (in Turkey) ; 
the southern frontier, the Suez Canal. Our motto 
will be: “The Palestine of David and Solomon’.’” 

On a second occasion, the area was defined in 
the sense of extending from the “brook” (pre- 
sumably the Nile) to the Euphrates.* On October 
29, 1899, Davis Trietsch writes to Theodor Herzl: 


I would suggest that you correct the plan for ‘Greater 
Palestine” before it is too late... In the Basle plan, the 
expressions “Greater Palestine” or “Palestine and its neigh- 
boring territories”? must be included; otherwise it would make 
no sense. It is not possible to put 10 000 000 Hebrews into 
a territory of 25 000 km*.4 


1 Leonard Stein, Zionism, London, Kegan Paul, Trench, Trubner 
and Co., 1932, p, 62. 

2 Marvin Lowenthal (translator), The Diaries of Theodor Herzl, 
New York, Dial Press, 1956, p. 124, Quoted in The Decadence 
of Judaism in Our Times, New York, Exposition Press, 1963, 
p. 44. 

3 Raphael Patai (in care of), The Complete Diaries of Theodor 
Herzl, New York, Herzl Press, 1960, Vol. Il, p. 711. 

4 Oskar K. Rabinowicz, A Jewish Cyprus Project, New York, 
Herzl Press, 1962, p. 17. 
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In 1919 the Zionist delegation to the Paris Peace 
Conference circulated a proposal for a “Zionist 
State” whose frontiers appeared to have been 
reduced, 


Beginning from thz north at a point on the Mediterranean, 
on the outskirts of Sidon, and following the line of the 
mountain slope to the foot of the chain in Lebanon, at the 
peak of Jirs-el-Karon, and the to El-Bire, following the two 
valleys of Wadi el-Korn and Wadi el-Teim; then south, 
following the line that separates the eastern and western 
flanks of the Hermon up to the western limits of Beit 
Yenn to the east, following the northern lines of the Nahr 
Mugayine slope to the western side of the Higiaz Railway. 
On the east, a line that passes through the western line of 
the Higiaz Railway to the Gulf of Aqaba. On the south the 
boundary will be established in agreement with the Egyptian 
Government (it was proposed that the southern frontier 
would extend from El-Arish at the north of the.Sinai, to 
Aqaba). On the west, the Mediterranean.® 


An explicit note said: 


We consider the frontiers delineated here to be essential to 
the economic base of the country. Palestine must have its 
natural seaports, as well as control’of the flow and the source 
of its water. The frontiers have been drawn taking into 
account the fulfillment of economic needs and the historic 
traditions of the country, factors which must also be taken 
into consideration by the special commission for determining 
the final frontiers. 


5 Ben Halpern, The Jewish State, Boston, Harvard University 
Press, 1961, pp. 303-304. The Zionist demands refer 
to the following points: a) all of Palestine under the 
British Mandate; b) southern Lebanon including the cities 
of Tiro and Sidon, the sources of the Jordan River in Mount 
Hermon, and the southern part of Litani; c) Syria: the Golan 
Heights including the city of Kuneitra, the Yarmuk River 
and the thermal waters of El-Hammah; d) Jordan: the entire 
Jordan Valley, Dead Sea, and the Eastern Heights to the 
suburbs of Amman, and to the south along the Higiaz 
Railroad to the Gulf of Aqaba, leaving Jordan without access 
to the sea; e) United Arab Republic: from El-Arish in the 
Mediterranean, southward, to the Gulf of Aqaba, 
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This commissicn will have to realize that it is very desirable, 
and is in the interests of the economy, to make the geographic 
area of Palestine as extensive as possible in order to leave 
room in the future for an extensive and prosperous population 
which can support the demands of a modern civil government 
better than could a small and sparsely populated country. 


The note continued in these terms: 


This being a semiarid region, the economic life of Palestine 
depends on the storage of available water. For this reason 
it is of vital importance not only to take possession of all 
the hydroelectric resources the country now has, but also 
to be able to conserve and control them at their source. 
Hermon Mountain is the true “father of the waters” of 
Palestine and cannot be separated from the state without 
jeopardizing its economic life at the source... The fertile 
valleys to the east of Jordan, from remote biblical times, 
have been economically and politically joined to the lands 
to the west of Jordan.... These valleys can be used for colo- 
nization on a large scale.® 


In May of 1942, a conference of North Amer- 
ican, European, and Palestinian Zionists took 
place in the Biltmore Hotel in New York, under 
the auspices of an Emergency Committee for 
Zionist Affairs. The participants expressed their 
intention of insisting on a “‘complete application 
of the Basle program.”” On May 11, 1942, the 
conference approved a series of resolutions which, 
together, are known as the Biltmore Program. 
These resolutions proclaim: 

The immediate establishment of a Hebrew community in Pal- 
estine which will become an integral part of the new demo- 


cratic world; the rejection of the White Paper of 1939;° 
unlimited immigration and Jewish colonization in Palestine; 


6 Ben Halpon, op. cit., pp. 303-304. 

7 ESCO Foundation for Palestine, Inc., Palestine: A Study of 
Jewish, Arab, and British Polices, New Haven, Yale University 
Press, 1947,- Vol. II, p. 268. 

8 Cmd. 60/9, political document (known under the name of 
the MacDonald White Paper), May 1939. 
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control of immigration and colonization by the Jewish 
Agency; the formation and recognition of a Jewish military 
force under its own flag.® 


In October of 1942 the Zionist Organization of 
America and the Hadassah adopted the Biltmore 
Program; later the Mizrahi and the workers’ 
groups also adopted it although the workers’ organ- 
ization did not exclude the possibility of a bi- 
nationalism.® Later, on November 6, 1942, the 
General Council of the World Zionist Organi- 
zation took over the program and approved it as 
official Zionist policy, thus contributing to the 
creation of a climate favorable to the establishment 
of a Zionist State.’ 


The Zionist Organization in Palestine has expressed its deter- 
mination to support a program with the specific objective 
of achieving: 

1) A sovereign Jewish State which encompasses Palestine 
and probably Transjordan. 

2) An eventua! transfer of the Arab populaticn of Pales- 
tine to Iraq. 

3) Jewish dcmination throughout the Middle East as far 
as control of economic development is concerned.’* 


The actual occupation of Jordanian, Syrian, and 
Egyptian territory by Israel can better be un- 
derstood when seen in the light of Zionist ter- 
ritorial designs explicitly stated in the points cited 
above. 

It will be sufficient to add here that the Israeli 
expansion of 1967 is in complete harmony with 
the Zionist territorial designs of 1897. 


9 ESCO Foundation for Palestine, Inc., op. cit., pp. 1084-1085. 

10 Jbid., p. 1087. 

11 Al&n Taylor, Prelude to Israel, New York, The Philosophical 
Library, 1959, pp. 60-61. 

12 United States: Foré¢ign Relations of the US, Near East and 
Africa, Washington, DC, 1964, Vol. IV, pp. 776-777. 
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II 


Arab Rights to Palestine 


The Palestinian Arabs, Muslims and Christians, 
are not all descendants of the Islamic conquerors 
who came from the desert 1300 years ago, as is 
generally believed; for the most part they are 
descendants of indigenous populations that existed 
prior to that: the Philistines, Canaanites, Hittites, 
Jebusites, etc. These peoples had been settled in 
these territories for a long time when the first 
Hebrews invaded the country about 1500 BC and 
not only survived the Israelite occupation but 
remained in possession of a great part of the ter- 
ritory and remained there after the dispersal of 
the Jews. These populations were mixed with the 
Arab conquerors in the 7th century AD and 
then with the crusaders in the 11th century. They 
maintained possession of the territory and pre- 
served their Arab character up until the Zionist 
invasion of 1948. Such a long and uninterrupted 
occupation of a land undoubtedly constitutes the 
moral and legal basis of the rights of a people to 
their own country. Nevertheless, since the Zionist 
claims to Palestine are founded essentially in the 
Balfour Declaration of November 2, 1917, it is 
useful to refer here to the promises made by the 
British Government to the Arabs before this Dec- 
laration, according to which that Government 
promised to support Arab independence in return 
for Arab aid in the war against the Ottoman 
Empire. 

Between July 1915 and March 1916 there was 
an exchange of correspondence between Sheik 
Hussein el Makki in the name of the Arabs, and 
Sir Henry MacMahon, British High Commissioner 
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in Egypt, in the name of the British Govern- 
ment. This correpondence, known as the Hussein- 
MacMahon Correspondence,’* ended with a Brit- 
ish promise guaranteeing Arab sovereignty over 
the territories set forth by Sheik Hussein, includ- 
ing Palestine with the exception of the following 
zones: “The two districts of Mersin and Alejan- 
dretta and the regions of Syria located to the west, 
in the districts of Damascus, Homs, Hama, and 
Alep which cannot be considered strictly Arab and 


must be excluded from the frontiers reclaimed.’’"* 


Relying on the British promise to support their 
independence, the Arabs entered the war on the 
side of the allies. Their first and important con- 
tribution was the occupation, on July 6, 1916, 
of the strategically important city of Aqaba. In 
addition to having put the Turkish forces in Me- 


13° Cmd. 5957. 


14 [bid. Letter No. 4 dated October 24, 1915, p. 8. Later a 
controversy arose: was Palestine included in the territories 
whose independence had been promised, or not? In 1938, 
the Maugham Commission—created to make an _ investiga- 
tion—stated that “His Majesty’s Government is not at liberty 
to dispose of Palestine without taking into consideration the 
desires and interests of the inhabitants of Palestine...,” 
Cmd. 5974, add. C., pp. 30-38. 


In 1964 new proof of this was published. It appeared in two 
secret documents: a memorandum of 20 pages on the British 
commitment to King Hussein prepared by the Political Intel- 
ligence Department of the Foreign Office, for the use of 
the British delegation to the Paris Peace Conference; and an 
appendix of 12 pages on the earlier commitments made by 
His Majesty in the Middle East. These documents belonged to 
Professor William Linn Westermann, for some time adviser 
for Turkish questions to the US delegation to the Peace 
Conference. They were turned over to Stanford University on 
the condition that they be opened after his death. In these 
documents, a passage felative to Palgstine is very explicit. 
In the fourth section of the memorandum it reads: ‘With 
respect to Palestine, His Majesty’s Government is obliged to 
include it within the Arab independence frontiers by virtue 
of the letter from Sir Henry MacMahon to the Sheik, dated 
October 24, 1915.” See “Light on Britain’s Palestine,’ in 
The Times, London, April 14, 1964. 
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dina out of combat for the entire duration of 
the war, and having upset the enemy lines of com- 
munication, “it was almost entirely due to the 
Arabs that the Fourth Army [Turkish] was elimi- 
nated, the only force still intact and one which 
could have closed the road to final victory,” as 
Captain Liddell Hard, military observer with the 
allied forces, concluded.” 


The Arabs accepted in good faith the British 
commitment. They never doubted that their re- 
bellion against the Turks on the side of the allies 
in 1915 would result in the independence they 
sought and which the British Government had 
promised them. Nor had they foreseen that Eng- 
land, and somewhat later France, would replace 
Turkey as arbiter of Arab questions. Later the 
politics of the United States went still further, 
thus placing in sharp contrast the discrepancy 
between the right of the Arabs to independence, 
guaranteed by the promises and the first proc- 
lamations of the allies on the one hand, and the 
concrete actions of the same allies who imposed the 
Jewish national homeland in Palestine, on the other 
hand: Compare, for example, the destiny of the 
Arabs in general and of the Palestinians in partic- 
ular in the two following declarations made by 
President Wilson: 


The people cannot be transferred from one sovereignty to 
another by an international conference or by an understand- 
ing between rivals and antagonists. [February 11, 1918.] 


The solution of any question concerning territory, sovereignty, 
economic order, or political relations must be made on the 
basis of a free acceptance of this arrangement on the part 
of the people concerned, and not on the basis of any 
advantage or material interest pursued by another nation or 


15 J. M. N. Jeffries, Palestine, the Reality, New York, Long- 
mans, Green and Co., 1939, pp. 234-235. 
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people which supports a different arrangement advantageous 
to its foreign influence.® [July 14, 1918.] 


The British Government, after having promised 
to support Arab independence, signed secret 
agreements contrary to Arab aspirations: the 
Sykes-Picot Accord in 1916, which divided the 
Arab territories between the English and the 
French,” and the Balfour Declaration of 1917 
for the establishment “in Palestine of a national 
home for the Jewish people.”® 


The texts of these two documents were revealed 
by the Bolsheviks when they seized power in Rus- 
sia in 1917 and were fully divulged by the Turkish 
military command as proof of the betrayal of 
British commitments to the Arabs. This revelation 
caused a great disturbance in Arab circles and 
Sheik Hussein asked for explanations from the 
British Government. Numerous assurances were 
given, among them the following: 


Jewish colonization of Palestine will be permitted only 
to the extent that it is compatible with the political and 
economic freedom of the Arab population.” 


His Majesty’s Government and its allies are resolved to 
pursue their policy of aid to any movement that is inclined 
to liberate the oppressed nations.... His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment affirms its previous promises with respect to the liberty 
and emancipation of the Arab peoples.”° 


16 Herbert Hoover, Ordeal of Woodrow Wilson, New York, 
McGraw Hill Book Co., 1958, pp. 23-25. 


17 EL. Woodward & R. Butter, Documents on British Foreign 
Policy 1919-1939, 1st series, Vol. IV, pp. 241-251. 

18 Government of Palestine, A Survey of Palestine 1945- 1946, 
p. 1. | 

19 Hoggarth Message of January 1918, cited by George Antonius 
in es Arab Awakening, London, Hamish Hamilton, 1938, 
p. 268. 


20 Basset’s letter of February 1918, in Jeffries, op. ci#., pp. 216-217. 
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The policy of His Majesty’s Government with respect to 
populations...has as its design that the future government 
be founded on the principle of the consent of the governed. 
This will always be the policy of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment.?} 

France and Great Britain agrez mutually to do still more— 
that is, to aid in the formation of indigenous administrative 
governments in Syria [which at that time also included 
Falestine] and in Mesopotamia [present-day Iraq].*° 


The assurances, so categorical and firm, are 
nothing more than the expression of the natural 
interests and rights of the Palestinian Arabs. To 
refer to them is simply to underline the British 
betrayal of the promises made to the Arabs, 
represented by the establishment of the Jewish 
national homeland in Palestine, against the will 


of the Arabs. 


Ill 
The Balfour Declaration 


On November 2, 1917, even before British 
forces occupied Palestine, the English Minister of 
Foreign Affairs, Arthur Balfour, made a celebrated 
declaration in the form of a letter to Lord Roth- 
schild; here is the text: 


I have much pleasure in conveying to you, on behalf of 
His Majesty’s Government, the following declaration of 
sympathy with Jewish Zionist aspirations which has been 
submitted to, and approved by, the Cabinet: “His Majesty’s 
Government view with favour the establishment in Palestine 
of a national home for the Jewish people, and will use their 
best endeavours to facilitate the achievement of this object, 
it being clearly understood that nothing shall be done which 
may prejudice the civil and religious rights of existing non- 


21 English Declaration to the Seven, June 16, 1918, in Antonius, 
op. cit., pp. 433-434. 
22 Jeffries, op. cit., pp. 237-238. 
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Jewish communities in Palestine, or the rights and political 
status enjoyed by Jews in any other country.” I should be 
grateful if you would bring this declaration to the knowledge 
of the Zionist Federation.?* 


A vast literature concerning the origins of the 
Balfour Declaration exists. Numerous factors may 
have contributed to persuading the British Govern- 
ment to support the establishment of a Jewish 
national homeland in Palestine. But one factor 
seems to have been the determinant: the desire to 
obtain the sympathy and support of the Jews of 
the whole world for the war preparations and to 
convince the Jews so that they would influence the 
governments of the various countries to side with 
the British. For example, James Malcolm relates 
that, before the United States’ entry into the war, 
Sir Mark Sykes of the Foreign Office confided to 
him that the Government was desirous of obtaining 
the participation of the United States. Malcolm 
replied: ““You are on the wrong track on that score. 
The only way to win the sympathies of certain 
Jewish political thinkers in any country, but es- 
pecially in the United States, is to offer them 
Palestine.”* 


Winston Churchill expressed himself as follows: 
‘The Balfour Declaration, then, cannot be consid- 
ered a promise made for sentimental reasons but 
rather as a practical method taken in the interest 
of a common cause at a time when this cause can- 
not overlook any moral or material factor.” 


23 Cmd. 5479, Report of the Palestine (Peel) Commission, 1937, 
p. 22. 

24 James Malcolm, Origin of the Balfour Declaration, Zionist 
Archives, pp. 2-3. 

25 Stephen Wise and Jacob de Hass, The Great Betrayal, New 
York, Brentano's, 1930, p, 288. 
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Lloyd George was still more explicit: “There is 
no better proof of the value of the Balfour Dec- 
laration as a move dictated by military necessities, 
than the fact that Germany had tabled negotiations 
with Turkey, trying to work out a substitute 
project capable of attracting the Zionists.””° 


The Royal Commission for Palestine (presided 
over by Peel) going even further, in 1937 stated: 
“The Zionist leaders [Lloyd George made the 
report] had firmly promised us that if the allies 
had committed themselves to facilitate the estab- 
lishment of a Jewish national homeland in Palestine, 
they would do everything possible to win for the 
allied cause, the favor and support of world Jewry. 
And they kept their word.””* 

The Balfour Declaration can be divided into 
three parts: the first, which contains the com- 
mitment, states: “His Majesty’s Government view 
with favour the establishment in Palestine of a 
national home for the Jewish people, and will use 
their best endeavours to facilitate the achievement 
of this object....” Two considerations must be made 
concerning this point before examining the other 
two parts: the first is that, at the beginning, the 
Zionists did not look toward Palestine exclusively. 
Previously they had made moves to obtain Cyprus 
or the Sinai Peninsula from England. East Africa 
and Argentina had also been considered as possible 
sites of the Jewish: national homeland. Only after 
the victory of the ‘Palestine faction” in the Zionist 
Congress of 1904, after the death of Theodor Herzl, 
did Zionist demands concentrate on Palestine. In 
any case this throws in doubt the Zionist affirma- 


26 David Lloyd George, Memories of the Peace Conference, New 
York, Yale University Press, 1939; Vol. II, p. 738. 


27 Cmd. 5479, p. 17. 


64 Chapter 3 


tion that Palestine is the only land habitable for the 
Jews of the diaspora. 


The second consideration that must be made is 
that the first part of the Declaration speaks of a 
national homeland éz Palestine and not of the trans- 
formation of Palestine into a national homeland. 
However, this partial commitment is conditioned 
by the other two parts of the Declaration. The 
second part, relative to the rights and the status 
of the Christian and Muslim inhabitants, estab- 
lishes: “it being clearly understood that nothing 
shall be done which may prejudice the civil and 
religious rights of existing non-Jewish communities 
in Palestine.” It can be seen immediately that the 
Arab,Christian and Muslim inhabitants are men- 
tioned here in such a way as to suggest that they 
constitute an insignificant part of the population 
and occupy a subordinate position with respect to 
the Jewish community. However, in reality, in 
1918 the Arabs, who in the Declaration are not 
even mentioned, amounted to 644 000 inhabitants 
(92% of the total population), while the Jews 
reached only 56000 (8% of the total popula- 
tion) .”° 


The third part of the Declaration, relative to 
the position of the Jews outside Palestine, specified 
that nothing would be done that could prejudice 
“the rights and political status enjoyed by Jews 
in any other country.” 


The struggle that characterized the entire period 
of the Mandate and continued after the consti- 
tution of the State of Israel in 1948 is essentially 
due to two factors: the first is the injustice implicit 
in the Balfour Declaration, whereby a great power, 


28 Government of Palestine, A Survey of Palestine, part I, p. 144. 
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relying on its force, promises to hand over a portion 
of a country (which in this period was not yet 
under its domination) to a third party whose 
rights over this country are based on a biblical tie, 
tenuous to say the least. The second factor is the 
evident incompatibility of the diverse commit- 
ments contained in the Balfour Declaration. In 
fact it became clear to the various investigating 
commissions named during the 20s and 30s by the 
British Government to determine the causes of 
the struggle in Palestine, that such commitments 
were irreconcilable.” 


On the one hand, the establishment of a Jewish 
national homeland in Palestine could only be 
prejudicial to the civil rights of the majority, even 
though the dimensions of this national homeland 
were minimal. On the other hand, to respect the 
content of the guarantees would have been to 
diminish the significance of the promise of such 
a national homeland. Moreover, to this explosive 
situation was added the further abuse of the exag- 
gerated interpretation of the concept of a national 
homeland. According to the Zionists, all Palestine 
would come to be the national homeland of the 
Jewish people, and this would be the first step 
toward the creation of the Jewish State. 


The members of the Commission explained that 
the Balfour Declaration, “‘which favored the estab- 
lishment of a national homeland for the Jewish 
people, did not mean the transformation of Pales- 
tine into a Jewish State and that the creation 


29 The British Minister of Foreign Affairs admitted the existence 
of the conflict in a declaration to the House of Commons on 
February 18, 1947, when he said that “the commitments made 
with respect to the two communities have shown themselves 
to be irreconcilable.” See Government. of Palestine, Supple- 
mentary Memorandum to United Nations Special Committee 
for Palestine, p. 27. 
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of such a state could not take place without grave- 
ly injuring ‘the civil and religious rights of exis- 
ting non-Jewish communities in Palestine’.” The 
Commission concluded by recommending that 
“Jewish immigration be definitely limited,” that 
“the project tending to transform Palestine into 
a Jewish community must be abandoned,” and that 
Palestine ‘“‘must be part of a unified Syrian state 
like the other territories of the region....”°° 


In 1922 the British Government saw that it 
was obliged to specify the sense and the aim of 
the Balfour Declaration. A declaration of this type 
was published in which one reads that: “Unauthor- 
ized declarations have been made claiming that 
the objective would be the creation of a totally 
Jewish Palestine. Expressions have been used as, 
for example, that Palestine will come to be ‘Jewish, 
just as England is English’. The declaration 
continued as follows: “His Majesty’s Government 
considers any attempt of this nature to be totally 
unrealizable and declares that it absolutely will not 
pursue such objectives.” It also called “‘attention to 
the fact that the Declaration in question did not 
anticipate that Palestine should be entirely trans- 
formed into a Jewish national homeland, but that 
such a homeland should be established in Pales- 


tine 9931 


It would be useful to add here that this last 
declaration was made by Winston Churchill, a 
fervent Zionist and, in that period, Minister of 
the Colonies. 


80 State Department of the United States, Papers Relating to 
the Foreign Relations of the US, The Paris Peace Conference, 
1919, see pp. 787-802, and 841-848. 

81 Cmd. 1700, The White Paper of June 1922 (known under 
the name of the Churchill Memorandum). Cited in A Survey 

of Palestine, part I, p. 87. 
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IV 


The Mandate Over Palestine (1923-48) 
The Mandate System 


The struggle against the Ottoman Empire ended 
with the armistice of October 30, 1918. On 
January 30, 1919, the Supreme Council of the 
Peace Conference decided that the conquered Arab 
territories, including Palestine, would not be 
returned to the Turkish Government. To begin 
to make good their promise in support of Arab 
independence and to apply the Sykes-Picot Accord 
of 1916, as well as the Balfour Declaration of 
1917, the allied powers created what they called 
the Mandate System. On June 28, 1919, the 
Treaty of Versailles and the League of Nations 
Pact were signed. Article 22 of the Pact established, 
among other things, that 
certain communities formerly belonging to the Ottoman 
Empire have reached such a stage of development that 
their existence as nations can be provisionally recognized, 
but under the counsel and administrative assistance of a 
mandate control, until they are in a condition to govern 


themselves. The desires of these communities must be given 
the greatest consideration in the selection of the Mandate.*? 


A mandate project was submitted by Great 
Britain to the Council of the League of Nations 
on July 24, 1922, and the Council, on September 
29, 1923, adopted a final text when the Mandate 
officially entered into force. The Palestine Arabs 
were not consulted in the selection of the mandate 
power, as was established by Article 22 of the Pact. 


32 League of Nations (Resbonsibilities of the League Arising out 
of aoe 22 (on mandates), No. 20/48/161, addendum I, 
p. 5. 
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Great Britain officially made itself the governing 
authority against the desires of the Arab majority. 


The Mandate contained, in its preamble, the 
text of the Balfour Declaration. Article 2 con- 
ferred on Great Britain the responsibility for 
“putting the country in political, economic, and 
administrative conditions which would assure the 
establishment of a Jewish national homeland.” In 
Article 4, a clause provided for the recognition of 
a Jewish Agency with the character of a public 
organization whose task was to participate in the 
administration of Palestine with respect to any 
economic and social problems which were an 
obstacle to the constitution of the Jewish national 
homeland, and in Article 11 the administration 
was authorized to “collaborate with the Jewish 
Agency to program and carry out, under just and 
equitable conditions, any type of public works, 
services, or utilities, and to expand all the natural 
resources of the country.” 


The Mandate ignored the principles sanctioned 
in Article 22 of the League of Nations Pact, par- 
ticularly concerning the fact that Palestine—like 
Lebanon, Syria, and Irak—had the right to be of- 
ficially recognized as an independent state “under 
the administrative tutelage and the assistance of 
the mandate power, and that it, as well as they 
[the inhabitants], are capable of self-government.” 
The Mandate ignored the promises previously made 
by the allies to the Arabs, whereby they committed 
themselves to help the Arabs obtain independence, 
and also ignored the guarantee contained in the 
statement on British policy in 1922 (the Churchill 
Memorandum). 


33 Government of Palestine, A Survey of Palestine 1945-46. 
pp. 5-6. 
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Area, Population, and Real Property 


When the Mandate became effective, Palestine’s 
frontiers encompassed a territory of nearly 26 300 
km?’ in area. The extension of its internal waters 
was nearly 700 km’ and included Lake Hula, the 
Sea of Tiberias or the Sea of Galilee, and half of 
the Dead Sea; it had, therefore, a total area of 
nearly 27 000 km’.** 


In 1918, when the allies occupied the country, 
the population of Palestine was about 700 000 
inhabitants, of which 644 000 were Arabs (574 000 
Muslims and 70 000 Christians) and 56 000 Jews.” 


The 1922 census registered a total population 
of 757 182 inhabitants (590 000 Muslims, 83 794 
Jews, 73 014 Christians, and 9474 of other reli- 
gions), A second census in 1931 registered a later 
growth in the population which reached the figure 
of 1035 821 inhabitants, of which 759 712 were 
Muslims, 174610 Jews, 91 398 Christians, and 
10 101 of other religions.” 


In 1944, according to the Palestine Government, 
the population had reached a total of 1764000 
inhabitants (1179 000 Arabs, 554000 Jews, and 
32 000 of other religions) .*" 


On the basis of the same methods of evaluation 
followed by the Palestine Government, the popu- 
lation had increased by mid-May of 1948 to a total 


34. The figures on the areas have been taken from Village Statistics, 
1945, published by the Government of Palestine. The area 
of Palestine is almost equal to the State of Vermont, USA, 
and about one and a half times that of Wales. 
Government of Palestine, A Survey of Palestine 1945-46, p. 144. 
Ibad., Table 7c, p. 149. 

Ibid., p. 143. 
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of 2065000 inhabitants (1415000 Arabs, 
650 000 Jews).28 


The Jewish population in relation to the total 
population had increased from 8% in 1918, to 12% 
in 1922, had reached about 17% in 1931, 31% in 
1944 and, finally, by mid-May of 1948, 31.4%. 


Such a rate of growth in the Jewish community 
is surprising since the normal rate of growth for 
the Palestine Arabs was close to 50% higher than 
of the Palestine Jews (respectively 3.2% and 
2.2%). Only large-scale immigration caused the 
rapid increase in the percentage of Jews in relation 
to the rest of the population. 


In 1918 the Jews owned no more than 2% 
(162 500 acres) of the territory whose total area 
amounted to 6 580 755 acres.’ During the follow- 
ing 30 years the Jews proceeded to the acquisition 
of much land thus expanding their real property, 
which at the termination of the Mandate, in May 
of 1948, amounted to 372 925 acres, or that is, 
5.67% of the total area of the country.*” Never- 
theless, the Palestine Government, in 1946, estimat- 
ed that “‘the Jews possessed more than 15% of the 
cultivable land of Palestine.”** 


The resistance to selling land to the Jews lasted 
all during the period of ‘the Mandate; as far as 


38 These figures are corrections of figures previously submitted 
by UNSCOP of the United Nations, Document A/364, Vol. I, 
Chapter IV, p. 54. The consistency of the Jewish community 
is equal to that observed on November 8, 1948, when it had 
reached 716 0(CO units thanks to the large-scale immigration 
after the founding of the state (for this last see Israel Gov- 
ernment Yearbook, 1950, p. 359). 


39 Government of Palestine, A Survey of Palestine 1945-46, p. 242. 


40 Data taken from Véllage Statistics, 1945, published by the Gov- 
ernment of Palestine. 


41 Government of Palestine. Memorandum Submitted to UNSCOP 
(with the date of July 12, 1947). 
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the lands acquired between 1918 and 1948, which 
extended to 210425 acres, they were purchased 
for the most part from Syrian and Lebanese prop- 
erty owners who lived outside the country. 
Despite the attractive prices and the legislation 
in force up to 1939 which facilitated the transfer 
of lands to the Jews, the area sold to them by the 
Palestinians during the Mandate amounted to only 
100 000 acres. 


Zionist real estate policy was incorporated into 
the Constitution of the Jewish Agency for Palestine, 
signed in Zurich on August 14, 1929, and repro- 
duced later in the contracts of Keren Kayemeth 
(National Jewish Fund) and Keren Hayesod (Fund 
for the Reconstruction of Palestine). Sections (d) 
and (e) of Article 3 establish that “land must be 
acquired as Jewish property and...the land thus 
acquired must be registered in the name of the 
National Jewish Fund, in order to convert it into 
the inalienable property of the Jewish people.” 
The clause established, on the other hand, that the 
Agency must “stimulate agricultural colonization 
with the help of Jewish man power which must be 
employed in all the work or industry realized or 
supported by the Agency.” 


As a consequence of this Zionist policy the lands 
thus acquired became extraterritorial and the Arabs 
thus lost all possibility of profiting from them one 
day. The rigid conditions imposed on the Jewish 
colonizer obliged him, under pain of punishment 
or breach of contract, to resort to Jewish man 
power; and in case he died and left a non-Jewish 
heir, the Fund benefited from the right of restitu- 
tion. No one could help Arabs buy land and 


42 Cmd. 3686, The Hope Simpson Report, 1930, pp. 53-54 and 
78-79. 
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restore it to common usage. It was held in per- 
petuity and was inalienable. The racist and 
discriminatory policy which has characterized the 
Israeli attitude toward the Arab minority since 
1948, has its origins in the restrictive clauses cited. 


The Zionist Organization: a State Within the State 


Zionist interference in the administration of the 
country began with the military occupation of 
1918. The Zionists behaved themselves as if they 
were the majority and the competent authority 
in political and economic matters. 

The first serious interference occurred in 1919. 
During the course of this year, in July, US Supreme 
Court Judge Louis Brandeis, a declared Zionist, 
arrived in Jerusalem and visited the British general 
headquarters. According to reports, he requested 
of General Sir Louis Bols, Chief of the Adminis- 
tration, “that all the decrees of the military au- 
thority be previously submitted to the Zionist 
Commission.” The General’s aide-de-camp replied: 
“Tf it did this a government would not meet its 
responsibilities and you should know that since 
you are a man of law.” But Brandeis insisted: “You 
should understand that the British Government is 
committed to supporting the Zionist cause. In case 
you do not conduct yourself according to this 
principle, I shall inform the Foreign Office.”” 
In March of 1920, General Bols complained to 
London in these terms: 

My authority, like that of every other department in the 
administration, is usurped and obstructed by the Zionist 


Commission, and I am sure that this state of affairs cannot 
continue without endangering public peace and without 


43 Jeffries, op. cit., p. 314, 
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prejudicing my administration. [And he added]: It is 
useless to say to the Muslim and Christian part of the 
population that our declaration in favor of the status quo 
has been observed since our entry into Jerusalem. Facts 
prove the contrary: the introduction of Hebrew as an of- 
ficial language, the institution of a Hebrew jurisprudence, 
all the government apparatus of the Zionist Commission, 
whose existence is known to all, the privileges and facility 
for traveling that the ministers of the Commiss.on enioy, 
are facts which cause the non-Jewish elements to be con- 
vinced of our partiality. On the other hand, the Zionist 
Commission accuses my officials and me myself of being anti- 
Zionist. The situation is intolerable, and to arrive at justice 
it must be examined equitably. 


Sir Louis observed further along: 


The present administration has actually carried out the will 
of His Majesty’s Government in applying strictly the laws 
which regulate the conduct of the military occupier of 
enemy territory. But the Zionists have not been content 
and appear determined to submit the military administration 
to a partial policy now before the proclamation of the 
Mandate. It is literally impossible to be pleasant to the 
supporters of a cause that officially seeks a national homeland 
but in reality will not be satisfied with less than a Jewish 
State, with all that implies.* 


The Arab Rejection of the Balfour Declaration 
and Opposition to the Mandate 


Arab opposition to the Mandate and the policy 
derived from the Balfour Declaration was firm 
and determined during the period of the Mandate. 
Since calls, protests, arguments, strikes, and local 
disturbances did not succeed in making the British 
Government respect Arab rights or fulfill their 
commitments to the Arabs, they, therefore, from 
time to time turned to violence. The first mani- 


44 Nevielle Bzerbour, Nist Donzitnus, London, George G. Harrap & 
Co., 1946, p. 97. 
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festation took place in April of 1920, the second 
in May of 1921, the third in August of 1929, 
and a general uprising preceded by a strike of six 
months, erupted between 1936 and 1939. 


The strike paralyzed the economic life of the 
country and the Government’s efforts to break it 
by force made the Arabs still more determined. 
Each time the Government intensified its oppres- 
sion, sporadic incidents broke out that led to armed 
uprising. 

The factors that led to the revolution are easily 
identifiable. They lie in the clearly legitimate and 
well-founded fears of the Arabs, that: 


a) the Jews would very soon be the majority 
if unlimited immigration continued and the 
transfer of lands was not prohibited; 


b) the Arab right to self-determination was 
more and more endangered by the institution 
of a Jewish national homeland; 


c) Jewish armament was increasing at a 
dangerous rate.” 


The Arabs, therefore, insisted on three specific 
demands: 


a) the inmediate suspension of Jewish im- 
migration; 

b) prohibition of the transfer of Arab lands 
to the Jews; 


45 Shortly before the six months strike, which began in October 
1935, a great quantity of arms and ammunition was discovered 
by accident in the port of Jaffa, in cement boxes from Belgium. 
With respect to immigration, in 1935 alone, 61854 Jewish 
immigrants entered the country, not counting the illegal im- 
migrations. In 1930, the first year of large-scale immigration, 
there were 16500: immigrants. See Government of Palestine, 
A Survey of Palestine, part I, pp. 33, 185. 
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c) the institution of a democratic govern- 
ment in which the Arabs would be a majority 
in keeping with their superior numbers.** 


Since these demands were refused, the Arab High 
Committee decreed a strike which “‘would continue 
until the British Government agreed to modify its. 
policy radically.” 


Investigation Commissions and Policy 
Declarations 
Armed struggle, strikes, Arab disobedience dur- 
ing the Mandate, induced the British Government 
to send numerous investigation commissions to 
Palestine,*® not to mention the local committees 
formed to look into specific questions. The results. 
of activity of these various commissions were the 
same in substance and agreed for the most part 
in observing: 
1) Arab disillusion over the failure to fulfill 
the promises of independence made during 


the First World War; 


2) the conviction of the Arabs that the 
Balfour Declaration contained a denial of the 
right to self-determination, and their appre- 
hension concerning the institution of a Jewish 
national homeland in Palestine which would 
expropriate their homes and their native land.” 


46 Government of Palestine, A Survey of Palestine, part. I. p. 33. 


47 Ibid., p. 35. 
48- They were the Palin Commission (1920), Haycraft (1921), 
Shaw (1930), Peel (1937), and Woodhead (1938). 


49 In 1921 Doctor Eder, member of the Zionist Commission in 
Palestine, told an investigating commission: “There can be 
only one national headquarters in Palestine, and that will be 
Jewish, and there cannot be equality between the Jewish and 
Arab communities, but rather a Jewish preponderance as soon 
as our race is sufficiently increased.” See William B. Ziff, 
The Rape of Palestine, New York, Longmans, Green & Co., 
1938, p. 71. Observe the word “race” previously mentioned. 
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The formation of each investigating commis- 
sion was followed by a political declaration de- 
signed to interpret the meaning of the Jewish na- 
tional homeland and outline the policy it would 
follow. There were three declarations made: the 
first, inspired by the events of 1920-21 and 
known as the Churchill Memorandum, of June 
1922, says in substance that it has never been a 
question of “making a Jewish Palestine the way 
England is English.”’° The second was issued after 
the movements of 1929 and is known by the name 
of the Passfield Memorandum. This attributes to 
Great Britain the responsibility of guaranteeing 
the rights of the non-Jewish communities which 
are considered of equal importance to the Jews.” 
The third is the White Paper of 1939 which later 
would be known as the McDonald Memorandum 
and declares: 

The Royal Commission and preceding investigating commis- 
sions have called attention to the ambiguity of certain ex- 
pressions in the Mandate such as “the national homeland for 
the Jewish people,” and have seen in these ambiguities and 
in the uncertainty they create concerning political objectives, 


the major cause of instability and hostility between the Arabs 
and the Jews. 


The Government was convinced, therefore, that 
a clear definition of its policy and its objectives 
was essential to the peace and well-being of the 
Palestine population. This took place, therefore, 
when the British Government affirmed that neither 
the commitment to the Jews nor the national 
interests of Great Britain justified the continuation 
of the development of the Jewish national home- 


50 Cmd. 1700, June 1922. 
51 Cmd. 3692, October 1930. 


The Zionist Movement 77 


land beyond the present status; precisely because 
of this the Government decided 


1) that the Jewish national homeland, as was 
understood in the Balfour Declaration and in 
other positions adopted by the British, was 
now constituted; 


2) that to develop it further against the will 
of the Arabs would be a violation of the 
promises made to the Arabs by England and 
that this policy could not be continued with- 
out the use of force, which was unjustifiable; 


3) that after the admission of a final quota 
of 75000 Jewish immigrants over a period 
of another five years, Jewish immigration 
would have to cease; 


4) that during these five years the Jews 
must be restricted in the acquisition of land 
in Palestine; 


5) that at the end of the stated period of 
five years autonomous institutions must be 
established in the country.” 


Arab and Jewish Reactions to the 1939 
White Paper 


The reaction of the Arabs to the new policy 
announced in the 1939 White Paper was not unan- 
imous. A part of the population was ready to ac- 
cept it but doubted the sincerity of the British 
Government; another part was determined to re- 
ject it since it did not satisfy Arab aspirations 


52 Cmd. 6019, May 17, 1939. In February 1940, a ruling was 
issued concerning the transfer of property on the basis of which 
the sale of land to Jews was prohibited in “zone A,” limited 
in “zone B,” and free in “zone C.” These rules were published 
in Lews of Palestine, 1940, Vol. Il, p, 327. 
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—that is, the abrogation of the Balfour Declaration, 
the end of the Mandate, and the proclamation of 
the country’s independence; in contrast, the Jewish 
reaction was unanimous in rejecting and con- 
demning this new policy, and on the day following 
publication of the document a general strike was 
declared while the Zionist leaders made violent spee- 
ches. In Jerusalem some Arab-owned stores were 
sacked and rocks were thrown at the police: an 
English policeman was killed.” 


In May of 1942 the Biltmore Conference was 
convened in New York. Its political program reaf- 
firmed, in the name of the Conference, “‘the de- 
finitive rejection of the White Paper of May 
1939...the opening of the ports of Palestine...the 
transformation of Palestine into a Jewish com- 
monwealth which will be integrated into the dem- 
ocratic world.’”* 

Basing itself on this program, the Jewish Agency 
on May 2, 1945, presented the following demands 
to the British Government: 


1) that a resolution be proclaimed, effective 
immediately, constituting Palestine as a Jewish 
State “one and indivilsible.” 

2) that the Jewish Agency be in charge of the 
control of Jewish immigration into Palestine; 

3) that an international loan guarantee the im- 
migration of the first million Jews to Palestine; 

4) that German reparations should be paid to 
the Jewish people for the “reconstruction” of Pal- 
estine and that all German property in Palestine 
be utilized as a first contribution to installing the 
Jews of Europe; 


53 Government of Palestine, A Survey of Palestine 1945-46, p. 54. 
54 ESCO Foundation for Palestine, op. cét., p. 1085. 


The Zionist Movement 79 


5) that international facilities guarantee the 
departure and transfer of all Jews who wished to 
establish themselves in Palestine.” 

The fact that this program was presented at a 
time when the Jews possessed no more than 5.5% 
of the land and constituted only 31% of the pop- 
ulation must be underlined. 


Zionist Acts of Violence 


The Zionist movement has never given up re- 
sorting to force to control Palestine. In 1920 it 
established the Haganah (defense) , an organization 
that was strengthened in proportion to the increase 
in Jewish immigration. In 1946, in a white book, 
the mandate administration described Haganah 
(whose shock troops were the Palmach) as an 
illegal military organization whose force could be 
estimated at 60 000 members. Two other organi- 
zations also existed separately: the Irgun Zvai 
Leumi (National Military Organization) and Stern 
(Israel Freedom Fighters). The activists in the 
former were estimated at between 3000 and 5000; 
in the second, between 200 and 300 men.” 


At the beginning of World War II, on October 
5, 1939, 43 uniformed Jews, with shotguns and 
bombs, were arrested when they engaged in mil- 
itary exercises.) On November 18 of the same 
year, 38 Jewish “revisionists” with arms and 


55 Royal Institute for International Affairs, Great Britain and 
Palestine 1915-1945, pp. 139-140. 

56 Cmd. 6873, Statement of Information Relating to Acts of 
Violence, July 24, 1946. 

5T Members of the Revisionist Party, whose leader was Vladimir 
Jabotinski, and so-called because it sought to “revise” the 
official line of Zionism, Originator of a “political’’ Zionism 
versts the “practical Zionism” of Ben Gurion, this party sup- 
ported the necessity for aiming at the construction of an ex- 
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bombs, were arrested also; on January 22, 1940, 
an investigation in the Jewish colony of Ben 
Shemen permitted the discovery of a deposit of 
arms and ammunition.” During the following 
years many others were discovered. 


According to the Palestine Government, “in 
March of 1934 a considerable increase in the 
number and importance of stolen arms and explo- 
sives from military deposits was recorded. Some 
time later a large organization of armament thieves 
working with Haganah was discovered and dis- 
mantled, with repercussions throughout the Middle 
East.’” 


With this military arsenal the Zionists began 
their attacks against British installations in order 
to obtain the revocation of the 1939 White Paper. 
On October 10, 1944, the Secretary-General of 
the Government and the Commander-in-Chief of 
the Middle East published an official notice in 
which they affirmed that “terrorists and their 
sympathizers, active or passive, are directly im- 
peding Great Britain’s war effort and thus are 
aiding the enemy.” 

On November 17, 1944, Sir Winston Churchill, 
then Prime Minister, declared in the House of 
Commons: 


If our dreams for Zionism should be dissolved in the smoke 
of the revolvers of assassins and if our efforts for its future 
should p-ovoke a new wave of brnditrv wo thy of th- Nazi 
Germans, many persons like myself will have to reconsider 
the position that we have maintained so firmly for such a 
long time. In order to hold out a possibility for future peace, 


clusively Jewish State. In fact, its military action to this end 
wound up by aiding the concept of “practical” Zionism. (Ital. 
ed. ncte.) 
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these harmful activities must cease and those responsible for 
them must be radically destroyed and eliminated.® 


We lack sufficient space to give an exhaustive 
list of the terrorist acts committed by Haganah, 
Irgun, and Stern. But at least one fact deserves 
to be noted: on July 22, 1946, a wing of the King 
David Hotel in Jerusalem, housing the Govern- 
ment Secretariat and a section of the General Staff, 
was bombed, causing the death of a hundred En- 
glish, Arab, and Jewish government employees.” 


On July 24, 1946, the Mandate Government 
declared that information in the possession of His 
Majesty’s Government permitted the conclusion 
that 


Haganah and Palmach...are engaged in organized move- 
ments of sabotage and violence which they carry out under 
the guise of a “Jewish Resistance Movement,” and that the 
Irgun Zvai Leumi and Stern have collaborated with the 
high command of Haganah in the operations from fall 
on. Such information also permits the conc usion that the 
radio station Kol Israel, the alleged voice of the resistance 
movement that works under the general direction of the 
Jewis Agency, supports these organizations. 


We would add that confirmation of these an- 
nouncements had been found in the documents of 


the Jewish Agency taken after the explosion in the 
King David Hotel. 


Other confirmation was provided by Menachem 
Begin, leader of Irgun. On July 24, 1946, in Com- 
mand 6873, he spoke of secret telegrams exchanged 
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by different Zionist military organizations and the 
Jewish Agency: 

These telegrams fell mysteriously into the hands of the Brit- 
ish secret service which deciphered them. They were published 
by Great Britain in a special white book. I must specify 
that this white book ‘ton violence in Palestine” is one of the 
rare documents on Palestine that has not been distorted...; 
for example, it cites a broadcast from Kol Israc] and adds 
that this transmission assumes particular importance from the 
moment of its approval by the Chief of the Political Depart- 
ment of the Jewish Agency, Moshe Shertok.® 


The End of the Mandate 


In 1947 the mandate power tried for the last 
time to resolve the Palestinian problem and sug- 
gested that British tutelage be extended over Pales- 
tine for another five years with the aim of pre- 
paring for the independence of the entire country.™ 


The Arabs presented their proposals for inde- 
pendence with guarantees for the rights of the 
Jewish minority, proposals which were rejected by 
the British Government. On the other hand, the 
Jewish Agency rejected the Government’s proposals 
in totality and intensified their subversive maneu- 
vers and sabotage activities. On February 18, 1947, 
the English Minister of Foreign Relations declared 
in the House of Commons that His Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment considered that “the Mandate had shown 
itself to be ineffective in its deeds, that the com- 
mitments to the two communities were irreconci- 
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lable,”® and for this reason stated its intention to: 
relinquish it. 


The Palestine Problem in the United Nations 


On April 2, 1947, Great Britain, as mandate 
power, requested the Secretary-General of the 
United Nations “to place the Palestine question 
on the General Assembly agenda for the next reg- 
ular session.”© Similarly, on the 21 and 22 of 
April 1947, Egypt, Iraq, Syria, Lebanon, and Saudi 
Arabia requested the Secretary-General to place 
on the agenda the following resolution: ‘““The end 
of the Mandate over Palestine and the proclamation 
of its independence.”™ 


The General Assembly designed a special com- 
mission (UNSCOP), instructing it to travel to 
Palestine to study the problem.** The report it 
presented on August 31, 1947, consisted of two 
plans: a Maximum Program of division and eco- 
nomic unity, and a Minimum Program for a fed- 
eral state.” 


The Plan for Division 


The partition resolution, expressed in the form 
of a recommendation, divided Palestine into six 
principal regions, of which three (56% of the 
total area) would form a “Jewish State” and the 
other three, including ‘“‘the enclave of Jaffa” 
(43%), would constitute an “Arab State.” Je- 
rusalem and its surroundings (0.65%) would 
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remain as an “international zone” and would be 
under the administration of the United Nations. 


The lands owned or inhabited by the Jews were 
naturally incorporated into the “Jewish State.” But 
to these were added also great extensions of ter- 
ritory belonging entirely to Arabs or inhabited by 
them, but which were greatly desired by the Jews: 
for example, the South of Palestine (the Negev), 
which encompassed half the territory of Palestine 
and in which the properties belonging to Jews 
were less than 0.5%, was included in the zone as- 
signed to the “Jewish State.” On the other hand, 
the “Arab State” would include the least possible 
number of Jews and of Jewish property. As for 
the population of the “Jewish State.” it would 
include 498 000 Jews and 497 000 Arabs, while the 
“Arab State” would include 725 000 Arabs and 
only 10 000 Jews. The rest of the Arabs and the 
Jews would have to live in the international zone 
of Jerusalem. 


The Arabs refused the division, since it violated 
the principles of the United Nations Charter, which 
conceded to every nation the right to determine 
its own destiny. The Arab refusal was also based 
on the fact that in the “Jewish State” the Govern- 
ment was composed of Jews, although half the 
population was Arab, and the land owned by the 
Jews was less than 10%. 


By denying the Palestinian Arabs, who con- 
stituted an evident two-thirds majority, the right 
to determine their own fate, the United Nations 
was violating its own Charter. The partition plan 
was also contrary to the principles enunciated in 
the Atlantic Charter of August 12, 1941, which 
specified that Great Britain and the United States 
“would permit no territorial change which was not 
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in accord with the freely expressed will of the in- 
terested peoples.” This same Charter also specified 
that the two powers “respect the right of every 
people to choose the form of government under 
which they wish to live.” 


In order to ensure the enactment of the partition 
plan, Zionist pressures were intensified inside and 
outside the United Nations. For the North Amer- 
ican public, the Zionist claims were based in the 
Bible and in the suffering of the European Jews. 
To those who deplored the acts of terrorism and 
sabotage in Palestine, the Zionists replied that their 
movement was engaged in a struggle similar to that 
of the North American revolutionaries against the 
same British imperialism and that the constitution 
of a Jewish State was one of the noblest hu- 
manitarian acts.“ For the North American pol- 
iticians there was also the agitated threat by the 
Zionists of the ‘Jewish vote.” 


On the other hand, the countries, both members 
and nonmembers of the United Nations, that had 
opposed the partition were threatened, intimidated, 
or frankly blackmailed. For example, the Liberian 
Delegation reported to the US State Department 
that the manner in which it had been intimated 
that it should support the partition was very similar 
to an “attempt at intimidation.”” During the 
voting, Liberia—like Haiti and the Philippines, 
which had also opposed the partition—changed its 
position and decided to vote affirmatively. 
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Arthur Hays Sulzberger, editorial writer for 
The New York Times, in describing the Zionist 
methods, wrote: “I feel a certain aversion to the 
coercive Zionist methods which they have not 
hesitated to use in this country, economic methods 
to reduce to silence persons holding a different 
opinion. I am opposed to the attempts at moral 
assassination that have been used against those who 
are not in accord with them.”” A well-known 
Zionist, resuming Zionist activities in that period, 
said: “Each link has been meticulously controlled 
and watched. From the smallest to the largest, 
every country has been spoken to and asked to ex- 
press its desire. Nothing has been left to chance.” 

On the eve of the final General Assembly vote, 
the Lebanese representative begged the delegates to 
resist Zionist pressures. He said: 


I can well imagine what pressures and maneuvers your sense 
of justice, equality, and democracy has been subjected to 
during the past 36 hours. I can also imagine how you have 
resisted all these attempts at intimidation in order to preserve 
what we consider most precious and most sacred in the 
United Nations and to maintain inviolate the principles of 
the Charter, safeguarding the democracy and the democratic 
methods of our Organization. [And he reminded them of] 
the democratic methods and freedom of the vote which is 
sacred for each one of our delegations. [He continued, 
saying] Think of what our Organization will become ‘f 
we abandon all this to adopt the tyrannical system which 
consists of taking each delegation aside in hotel rooms, in 
their beds, in the corridors and chambers to threaten them 
With economic sanctions or corrupt them with promises, 
forcing them thus to vote one way or the other.” 
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The fears of the member states that voted for 
partition were expressed by some of them. The 
Philippine representative declared: ‘My delegation 
takes part in the final phase of the debate on 
the Palestine problem with apprehension.” The 
Swedish delegate admitted that the plan “has its 
weak side and contains dangerous omissions.” The 
Canadian delegate declared: ““We have suported 
the plan grudgingly and with great concern.”” 
The representative of New Zealand spoke of ‘“‘se- 
rious imperfections in the present proposals.” The 
Belgian Minister of Foreign Relations, for his part, 
declared: ““We are not certain that it is at all just; 
we doubt that all this is practical and we fear that 
it may lead to grave dangers.””° 

On November 29, 1947, the General Assembly 
approved the partition plan with 33 votes for, 13 
against, and 10 abstentions.” 


Sir Zafrullah Khan noted: 


We feel no rancor for our frierds who have felt obliged, 
because of strong pressures, to change their position and vote 
in favor of the proposed plan whose justice and equity they 
themselves doubted. We are more inclined to feel sympathy 
for them, since they have been placed in an embarrassing 
situation, caught between their judgment and their conscience, 
on the one hand, the pressures of which they have been the 
object, on the other.5? 


A North American Jewish author, Alfred Li- 
lienthal, describing the manner in which the par- 
tition resolution had been approved, said: 
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The United Nations has inflicted a serious blow on the 
prestige of international law and organization by the pre- 
cipitous, frivolous, and arrogant manner in which it has 
treated the Palestine question. The General Assembly has 
ignored the only reasonable suggestion—that is, a referen- 
dum in Palestine and the submission of the legal problems 
involved to the International Court of Justice.®* 


The role played by the United States in the 
determination of a majority vote in the General 
Assembly has been described as follows: 


1) Lawrence H. Smith, North American 
member of Congress, stated in the Congress itself: 


Let us glance at the archives, Mr. President, and let us see 
what the Assembly of the United Nations has established 
during the meeting preceding the vote on the part'tion. 
To pass the resolution a two-thirds vote was necessary. On 
two occasions the Assembly prepared to vote and both times 
the vote was postponed. It is evident that the prolongation 
of the discussion was necessary due to the fact that the 
guarantors (USA and USSR) did not have the necessary 
votes. An authorized source has said that during this lapse 
of time, strong pressures were exercized on the delegations 
of three tiny countries by the members of the North 
American delegation and by high Washington officials. 
This is a grave accusation. What happened at the end when 
the problem was brought up again on November 29, 1947? 
The decisive votes were those of Haiti, Liberia, and the 
Philippines. These votes were sufficient to obtain the two- 
thirds majority. Earlier these countries had opposed the 
partition... The pressures applied to them by our official 
representatives and by private North American citizens are 
a reprehensible act for them and for us.*4 


2) The journalist Drew Pearson explained in 
an article in the Washington Merry-Go-Round 
that at the end, 
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..many people used their influence to convince the voters 
to vote affirmatively on the partition. Harvey Firestone, 
owner of plantations in Liberia, pressured the Liberian 
Government; Adolphe Berle, adviser to the President of 
Haiti, obtained the vote of the Haitian Government; the 


Chinese Ambassador Wellington Koo advised his Govern- 
ment. Before his Government in crisis the French Ambas- 


sador maintained a position in favor of partition. 


After the voting he wrote: 


Few people know it but President Truman brought to bear 
on the State Department unprecedented pressure to have 
the United Nations vote for partition. At least twice, on 
Wednesday and on Friday, Truman called the interim 
Secretary of State Lovett to the White House, warning 
him that he would seek explanations if the states that 
normally followed North American policy did not also do 
so on the Palestine problem.®” 


3) Undersecretary of State Sumner Welles, 
affirmed: 
By direct order from the White House, North American 
officials had to exert direct pressures on the non-Muslim 
countries that seemed to be vacillating or were opposed to 
partition. Delegates and intermediaries were used by the 
White House to insure the necessary majority at the time 
of the final vote.®° 


4) James Forrestal, then Secretary of Defense, 
stated: ‘The methods of pressure and coercion used 
on other delegations within the United Nations 
amounted to a scandal.””* 
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The United Nations Reexamines the Partition 


The General Assembly made recommendations 
concerning what should be done in Palestine; but 
it did not define how to apply these recommen- 
dations. 


After the vote which approved the resolution, 
disorders broke out in Palestine; while the Arabs 
decreed a strike of three days and showed their 
disapproval, the Jews celebrated their political 
victory. During the first hundred days the human 
loss was calculated at 1700. This climate of 
violence alarmed the United Nations. The Secur- 
ity Council met on March 19, 1948 to examine 
the situation. The North American delegate 
declared: 


Since it has become evident that the Assembly resolution 
cannot be applied peacefully and that the Security Council 
is not ready to make it applicable, the Council itself must 
propose provisional tutelage over Palestine under a special 
council, Better still, the Security Council should convoke 
the General Assembly in a special session and give instruc- 
tions to the Palestine Commission to do everything in its 
power to apply the Plan of Partition.®® 


On March 24, 1948, the Council was informed 
by the representative of the Jewish Agency that 


..the Jewish people will fight any proposal aimed at ob- 
structing or retarding the establishment of the Jewish 
State; that it will refuse any tutelage over Palestine; that 
the Provisional Council of the Government of the Jewish 
State must be recognized without delay by the Commission 
for Palestine, and that at the end of the Mandate and the 
mandatory administration, no later than May 16, 1948, a 
Provisional Jewish Government will begin to function in 
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collaboration with the delegate of the United Nations in 
Palestine.®® 


The Zionists Attack the Palestinian Arabs 


In order to frustrate all attempts by the Security 
Council that could tend to annul the partition 
resolution, the Zionists decided to take power into 
their hands and place before the United Nations 
an accomplished fact. Haganah and its two armed 
organizations (Irgun Zvai Leumi and Stern) began 
to attack the Arab inhabitants. 

Major Edgar O’Ballance writes: “The Jewish 
policy was inclined to make the Arabs abandon 
their homes” and “the Jews expelled those who 
remained in their villages.””° 

The massacre of 250 men, women, and children 
of the village of Deir Yassin on April 9, 1948, 
was what accelerated the flight of the Arab in- 
habitants. ‘The Jewish author Jan Kimche de- 
scribed this attack as “the blackest page in Jewish 
history.”*! Dov Joseph, former Israeli Minister “i 
Justice, declared that it was a question of ‘ 
deliberate and unjustifiable attack.”” The British 
historian Arnold Toynbee compared it “to the 
Nazi crimes against the Jews.”” 

The intellectual author of the attack, Menachem 
Begin, has written that without the “victory” of 
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Deir Yassin the Jewish State would not have been 
founded.” 


The declarations of two eminent Zionist leaders 
confirmed the fact that the Zionists had opened 
war against the Palestinian Arabs even before the 
creation of the Zionist State. 


1) David Ben Gurion declared: 


From the beginning of April 1948, the war of independence 
passed definitively from the defensive to the offensive.°® 
Military expeditions were organized, Palmach in particular, 
and in a short time demonstrated an efficiency which very 
quickly infused our army with courage and led us to 
victory. The Mandate was still in force when, after the 
Nachshon Operation, the road to Jerusalem was liberated 
at the beginning of April, the new city of Jerusalem was 
occupied, and the guerrillas were driven out of Jaffa, Haifa, 
Tiberias, and Safad. Haganah did honor to its fame: until 
the eve of the Arab invasion no colony was lost, no road 
was cut off.... From the first days of December 1947, when 
the movements began, the Arabs began to flee from the 
cities.9° 


2) Menachem Begin, leader of the terrorist 
group Irgun Zvai Leumi, recounts that 


..in Jerusalem, as everywhere else, we were the first to 
move from the defensive to the attack.... The Arabs, terrified, 
began to flee... Haganah carried out successful attacks on 
other fronts while the Jewish forces continued advancing 
toward Haifa like a knife through butter. Seized by panic, 
the Arabs fled crying: “Deir Passin.”°? [And he adds] 
During the months preceding the Arab invasion and while 
the five Arab states began their preparations, we con- 
tinued making forays into Arab territory. At the beginning 
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of May, on the eve of the invasion by the five Arab 
states, the conquest of Jaffa appeared to be an event of 
primary importance in the struggle for Jewish sovereignty.°® 


That which follows is the enumeration of the 
principal attacks, occupations, and expulsions that 
took place before the English left the country on 
May 14, 1948, and before a single Arab soldier 
entered Palestine. 


a) In the territories reserved to the “Arab 
State” 


The Arab villages of Qazaz, Salameh, Saris, 
Qastal, Biyar, Adas, and the cities of Jaffa and 
Akko were attacked and occupied during the 
period between December 1947 and mid-May 1948. 


b) In the tervitories assigned to the “Jewish 
State” 


The Arab inhabitants of the cities of Tiberias, 
Haifa, Safad, and Beisan and hundreds of inhabi- 
tants of Arab villages were attacked and obliged 
to flee or were expelled before May 15, 1948. 


c) Within the “international zone of Jerusalenv” 


The massacre in Deir Yassin took place on April 
9, 1948, and the Arab section of Katamon was 
attacked and occupied on April 29, 1948. 

During ‘this period of six months, 400 000 
Palestinians were thrown out of their homes and 
became fugitives. 

In other words, more than half of the future 
Arab refugees were obliged to flee before May 15, 
1948, the date on which, Arab troops entered 
Palestine. 
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Israel, Its Role 


Asa’d Abdul-Rahman 


There are a number of Zionist organizations, 
associated with the State of Israel, operating in 
the US. Their operations are carried out under 
the pretense of presenting themselves as “philan- 
thropic organizations.” Hary Ellis illustrates their 
role in connection with the aid offered to Israel: 
By far the most substantial amount of help came from 
the United States. Consistently, from the State’s inception, 
private American Jewry has contributed at least $60 000 000 
a year through the United Jewish Appeal and another 
$50 000000 through purchase of State of Israel bonds. In 
Crisis years these private contributions have soared higher. 


They form the bedrock of Jewish support on which the 
Israeli economy depends.! 


The most important of these organizations are 
the following: 


1) United Jewish Appeal 
2) American Zionist Council 


1 Harry B. Ellis, Challenge in the Middle East, New York, The 
Ronald Press Company, 1965, p. 95. 


Israel, Its Role 9§ 


3) Jewish Agency for Israel 

4) Hadassah 

§) Zionist Organization of America 

6) Poalei Zion 

7) Mizrahi and Hapoel Hamizrahi 

8) Hashomer Hatzair 

9) Achdut Ha’avoda-Poalei Zion 

10) Herut-Hatzohar 

11) The American League for Israel.” 


All these organizations are subdivisions of the 
World Zionist Organization.* 


The US Government considers the above-men- 
tioned organizations as “‘private voluntary organ- 
izations of free Americans,” although they have 
been registered as “foreign agents” for nearly 20 
years. According to United States law, con- 
tributions for philanthropic purposes are deduct- 
ible from the taxable income of the contributor. 
This law prompted many American Zionist Jews 
to contribute to these so-called ““American organ- 
izations.” 


United States Pressures Upon Other Governments 
and Institutions to Help Israel 


In order to serve its interests in the Arab world, 
the US Government constantly declares its neu- 
trality in the Arab-Israeli conflict. Such decla- 
rations are obviously untrue, since the US Govern- 
ment has been using its leading position in the 
Western camp to induce other countries to aid 
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Israel directly. The case of the Federal Republic 
of Germany is the best example. 


On March 2, 1956, Moshe Sharett, Minister of 
Foreign Affairs at that time, asked for a definitive 
answer regarding his request for military aid 
from the US. The American answer was given 
on April 3, by J. F. Dulles, Secretary of State at 
that time, who stated that the US Government 
maintained a policy of neutrality and noninvolve- 
ment in the “arms race” between Israel and the 
Arab states. Dulles added that such an attitude 
on the part of the US Government did not 
imply that the Israeli request had been rejected, 
or that the US had any “objection to the sale 
of arms to Israel by other Western countries.” 
Geoffrey Barraclough and Rachel Wall com- 
mented on this answer in the following words: 
“This statement appears to have determined the 
Western line, and as a consequence deliveries of 
Mystére fighters ordered for use by NATO (from 


France) were postponed in favor of Israel.”® 


This took place in 1956. In 1965, when the 
crisis between the Arab states and the Federal 
Republic of Germany was at its highest pitch 
regarding the secret supply of West German arms 
to Israel, the State Department spokesman, Mr. 
Robert McCloskey, disclosed on February 17, 1965, 
that the US had been consulted in advance about 
the West German arms supplied to Israel, and had 
approved the transfer of American-built M-48 
tanks from the Federal Republic of Germany to 
Israel.’ 
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Aid Offered to Israel Directly by the United States 
Government 


The US Government recognized Israel eleven 
minutes after its official proclamation. This step 
expressed the US attitude of setting itself up as 
the protector who will ensure the safety and exis- 
tence of Israel in the Middle East. In order to 
attain this goal the US Government immediately 
began its direct aid program to Israel. A “few 
days” after the establishment of the State of Israel, 
official negotiations between the US Government 
and Israel began, resulting in an offter of 100 
million dollars to the Provisional Government for 
development projects, mostly of an industrial na- 
ture. Truman announced his approval of the loan 
in a letter dated November 29, 1948, which he 
sent to Chaim Weizmann, President of the World 
Zionist Movement. In 1950 Israel received an 
American loan amounting to 35 million dollars.° 
During the first five years of the nation’s exis- 
tence, gifts and investments from overseas sources 
totaled well over a billion dollars.” 


In 1952, Israel offered the US Government 
guarantees and immunities for American capital 
exploited on its land. The US Government was the 
first to be granted such a concession by Israel.” 


The point which should attract the attention 
of the reader is the gap existing in the foreign aid 
program of the US Government between the 
allocations to Israel on the one hand, and the Arab 
states on the other. The official figures demon- 
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strate that Israel (whose area makes up 0.001 of 
the Arab homeland), receives much greater 
amounts of economic aid than all the Arab states 
put together as evidenced by the following table: 


TABLE No. 1*” 


US Government Economic US Government Economic 
Aid to Israel Since Aid to Arab States Since 
May 1948 May 1948 
Fiscal Year: 
1948 none 73 
1949 none none 
1950 135.0 none 
1951 none 4.8 
1952 63.5 9.5 
1953 73.7 20.1 
1954 54.0 25.8 
1955 54.6 56.2 
1956 54.4 39.9 
1957 37.5 37.68 
1958 89.2 70.9 
1959 52.4 114.5 
Grand Total: $614 300 000 $386 680 000 


* These figures supplied by the United States Government exclude 
American donations to Palestine refugee relief, which have ranged 
between $20 000 000 and $30:000.000 a year from 1949 to the 
present. 


This table demonstrates cleary that Israel has received double the 
amount that was given to the Arab states. 


Table N° 2 emphasizes the same point: the total 
amount of economic aid offered to Israel equals 
265.8 million dollars, while the total amount of- 
fered by the US Government to the Arab states 
equals 190.6 million dollars. Also if we calculate 
the loans offered by the US Government to Israel 
between 1940 and 1957 the result would be the 


11 Europa Publications Limited, The Middle East and North Africa 
(1965-1966), London, Staples Printers Limited, 1965. 


12 As quoted by Ellis, op. cét., p. 24. 
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US NONMILITARY AID TO THE MIDDLE EAST 
July 1945 - June 1957* 
(millions of dollars) 


Grants 

Mutual Agricultural 

Security Surplus 

Program Extra- Through Loans 

(Economic & ordinary Private Total (net) 
Technical) _ Relief Agencies Grants (from 1940) 

Turkey 400.2 12.2 0.9 413.3 205.3 
Tran 232.4 2.8 2.1 237.3 153.6 
Pakistan 150.3 108.0 17.5 275.8 103.1 
Afghanistan 8.1 — 0.1 8.2 $1.7 
Traq 11.0 — 0.5 11.5 1.4 
Saudi Arabia 2.7 — — 2.7 31.8 
Syria 0.1 0.2 0.8 1.1 0.1 
Lebanon 19.8 0.3 1.9 22.0 1.6 
Jordan 33.9 1.1 2.9 37.9 — 
Egypt 33.9 1.0 28.5 63.4 25.5 
Libya 26.3 2:7 1.5 370 3.5 
Israel 226.8 —_— 39.0 265.8 206.3 

1 145.5 135.3 95.7 1 376.5 783.9 


* The figures on different kinds of grants do not always add up precisely to those for total grants, owing to the inclusion 
in the totals of certain minor items (UNRWA to Egypt and lend-lease to Saudi Arabia and Iran). The table does not 
include sales of agricultural surpluses for local currencies; where these currencies are returned to local governments loans 
or grants, they are included under the general headings above. Agreements concluded by June 30, 1957, provided for sales 
ef agricultural surplus with marked value as follows: Turkey: $111.6 million; Iran, $12.9 million; Pakistan, $120.5 
millién; Israel, $52 million. See Sixth Semiannual Report on Activities under Public Law 480 (83rd Congress, as 
amended), US House Document No. 212, 85th Congress, Ist session, July 22, 1957 (Washington; GPO, 1957), p. 25. 


Includes $13 million “special purpose funds.” Soxrce: US Department of Commerce, Foreign Grants and Credits by 
the United States Government, June 1957 Quarter (Washington, October 1957). 


13° John C. Campbell, Defense of the Middle East, New York, Council of Foreign Relations, 1958, pp. 12, 14. 
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US ASSISTANCE IN THE NEAR EAST AND NORTH AFRICA 
(in millions of dollars - fiscal years) 


Exp.-Imp. 
Surplus Bank Other 
Loans Grants Foods Loans Economic Military Total 
Algeria 
(1946-65 — 3.9 158.0 — — — 161.0 
Iraq 
1965 — 0.1 6.4 — — 0.2 6.5 
1946-65 — 19.0 25.1 7.6 0.9 46.4 99.0 
Israel 
1965 20.0 —_ 33.9 4.0 — 17.7 75.6 
1946-65 226.0 277.9 320.8 221.0 0.1 27.6 1 073.4 
Jordan 
1965 1.6 38.0 2.5 — — 4.6 46.7 
1946-65 4.1 389.8 76.8 1.6 1.3 37.0 510.6 
Lebanon 
1965 — — 0.7 — — 0.1 0.8 
1946-65 5.4 52.6 17.5 2.4 1.8 8.7 88.4 
cc a en a a 
Libya 
1965 -—— — — — 1.0 2.2 3.2 
1946-65 7.1 130.6 35.3 _— 33.4 10.6 217.0 
Morocco 
1965 9.9 0.8 22.4 — 0.9 2.3 36.4 
1946-65 270.1 19.4 192.1 — 2.6 31.0 516.1 
Saudi Arabia 
1965 — — 0.8 — — 6.9 7.7 
1946-65 —- 27.4 0.8 14.8 4.4 88.7 136.1 
Sudan 
1965 — 2.7 4.7 — — — 7 4 
1946-65 15.8 55.2 18.4 = — 0.4 89.8 
Syria 
1965 0.2 — 1.3 — — — 1.1 
1946-65 18.2 1.6 63.2 = — — 83.0 
Tunisia | 
1965 16.8 1.1 34.2 — 1.2 0.9 54.1 
1946-65 118.2 110.2 213.0 4.8 3.1 19.4 468.7 
UAR 
1965 _ 2.2 145.6 = — ~—— 147.8 
1946-65 103.2 68.1 850.7 47.8 11.1 — 1 080.9 
Yemen 
1965 — 4.5 0.3 — — — 4.8 
1946-65 — 29.0 10.1 — — — 39.1 
TOTAL 
1965 48.1 49.8 266.7 4.0 3.1 34.9 406.6 
1946-65 768.1 1 184.7 1 981.8 300.0 38.7 270.7 4 564.0 


14 Near East Report, 1965. 
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following: Israel has received triple the amount 
of American economic aid received by all the 
Arab states (Israel received 206.3 million dollars, 
whereas the Arab states collectively received only 
62.9 million dollars). 

Table N® 3 is another official report, covering 
the period 1946-1965. It shows that the total 
amount of US Government aid to Israel (exclud- 
ing military aid) equals 1045.8 million dollars, 
whereas the total amount of aid received by the 
13 Arab states equals 3219.9 million dollars. From 
these figures we can deduce that Israel receives 
one third of the total amount of economic aid 
offered to the Arabs. In order to have a more 
complete picture of the situation we should com- 
pare the population of Israel with that of the Arab 
states (see Table N° 4). This table shows clearly 
that the population of Israel in 1964 numbered 
2510000, while the total population of the 13 
Arab states numbered 99 680 258. Thus, the in- 
habitants of the Arab states are 40 times more 
than those of Israel. 

If we refer back to table N° 3 and compare 
the total amount of aid offered to Israel on the 
one hand and to the Arab states on the other 
(after taking into account the difference in pop- 
ulation), we can conclude that the Israeli citizen 
receives 13.5 times more than an Arab citizen. 

Besides this, table N° 3 points out that the 
economic aid offered to Israel is of a vital nature 
since it is directed toward the development of 
the country concerned. This cannot be said about 
most of the aid received by the Arab countries. 
For example, the aid in surplus food (an unproduc- 
tive form of aid) covers more than 50% of the 
economic aid offered to the Arab states, whereas 
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this kind of support covers less than 33% of the 
total amount of aid received by Israel. The dis- 
proportionate allocations of aid to Israel and the 
Arab states was recognized in a study made by 
the American Assembly which stated that “until 
1959 Israel had received each year from the US 
more aid than all the Arab states put together.””” 


TaBLeE No. 4°° 


Country Population Year 
Israel 2 510 000 1964 
Jordan 1 860 493 
Lebanon 2 152 000 
Libya 1 569 339 1964 
Morocco 13 055 000 1964 
Arabia 6 000 000 1963 
Sudan 13 200 000 1964 
Syria § 399 000 1963 
Tunisia 4 386 000 1964 
VAR 28 721 000 1964 
Yemen 5 000 000 
Iraq 6 937 426 1963 
Algeria 11 400 000 1964 
99 680 258 


United States Military Aid to Israel 


Since the establishment of the State of Israel, 
its officials have been trying to obtain arms from 
the US. However, until 1962 the US Government 
had refused to sell arms to Israel directly. It 
preferred to: 

1) Offer Israel military equipment. (On July 
23, 1952, the US Government agreed to supply 


15 The American Assembly (Columbia University), The United 
States and the Middle East, Prentice Hall, Inc., Englewood 
Cliffs, N. J., 1964, p. 118. 

16 Europa Publications Limited, op. cit. 
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Israel with military equipment which Israel 
had been unable to get except from private 
American sources.) * 


2) Secure, indirectly, the delivery of arms to 
Israel through England, France, and West 
Germany. This line of policy was made 
clear in 1956, by J. F. Dulles when he declared 
that the US had “no objection to the sale of 
arms to Israel by other Western countries.” 
This attitude on the part of the US Govern- 
ment was based on its desire to preserve a 
“balance of power” in the area, and a preten- 
sion to the effect that it did not want to be 
directly involved in the “arms race” between 
Israel and the Arab states. 


In this connection three observations are in 
order: 


1) The concept of a “balance of power” in 
the Middle East was not the guiding line of 
Western policy in the area during the period 
lying between 1948-1955 (1.e., the period 
before the United Arab Republic, then Egypt, 
broke the Western monopoly of arms supplies 
to the area). At that time Israel was always 
pointing to its military superiority over the 
Arabs. Thus, the attitude of neutrality ex- 
pressed by J. F. Dulles and the concept of a 
“balance of power” in the Middle East became 
active policies of the Western countries to- 
ward the area only after military strength of 
the Arabs started increasing markedly. 


2) The Western countries in effect under- 
stood the concept of the “balance of power” 


17 Keesings Contemporary Archives, Vol. 9, p. 12468, B, col, 7. 
18 RITA, Survey of International Affairs (RITA, 1955-1956), p. 300. 
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to mean a balance between Israel on the one 
hand, and all the Arab states on the other. 
This meant that the delivery of arms to Israel 
always exceeded that of any one Arab state. 


3) The refusal of a country to enter into an 
“arms race” policy, implies that it should 
also abstain from indirect promotion and 
involvement in that “farms race.” The US 
policy, certainly, did not conform to this 
principle. 


In spite of all the Western declarations, the 
year 1962 witnessed the adoption of a new line 
of policy by the US Government. On September 
26 of that year, it was announced in Washington 
that the US had agreed to sell short-range Hawk 
missiles to Israel. The sale of these missiles con- 
stituted a reversal of the previous policy of the 
US, viz., that it will not be a source of arms sup- 
plies to any nation in the Middle East.” 

The years 1962-1966 witnessed the delivery of 
large amounts of military aid to Israel. On 
September 26, 1962, the US Government declared 
that it will supply Israel with Hawk missiles 
(defensive guided missiles developed for the US 
Army and described as a 17-foot, 1275-lb. solid 
fuel supersonic weapon able to hit targets as high 
as 38 000 feet) .2 

On February 5, 1966, the US State Department 
confirmed that the US Government had sold 
Patton tanks to Israel “over the year.”™ 

On May 20, 1966, Israel announced that an 
agreement had been reached with the US Govern- 


19 Keesings Contemporary Archives, Vol. 13, p. 1917, A, col. 1. 
20 Jbid., Vol. 14, p. 19607, B, col. 6. 
21 [bid., Vol. 15, p. 21321. 
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ment to sell Israel “tactical jet bombers”; later it 
was discovered that the US Government had sold 
Israel Skyhawks, a lightweight attack bomber.” 

Thus, the arms deal agreements between the 
US and the Israeli Governments show that the 
military aid offered to the latter has undergone 
a qualitative change since 1962. It began with 
military equipment (in 1952), then defensive 
military weapons (Hawk missiles), and culmi- 
nated in offensive weapons (Skyhawk bombers). 

According to Jane’s Yearbook the Skyhawk 
could be described as follows: 

1) It carries nuclear bombs (Israel is trying to 

manufacture atomic bombs). 

2) It carries missiles and the necessary artillery 

for ground attack. 

3) It carries regular weapons of different 

weights, the maximum load being approximately 

two tons. 

4) It carries chemical weapons for germ 

warfare. 

5) It carries torpedos used for naval attack. 


On May 18, 1966, McNamara, US Defense 
Minister, delivered a speech in Montreal (a few 
days before announcing the Skyhawk deal), in 
which he declared that “it is the policy of the 
US to encourage and achieve a more effective 
partnership with those nations who can, and 
should, share international peacekeeping respon- 
sibilities.”** Implied in this statement is the State 
of Israel. 


22 Occupied Jerusalem, May 20 (agencies). 

23 Jane’s All the World’s Aircraft (1965), Sampson Low, Marston 
& Co. Ltd. 

24 Keesings Contemporary Archives, 1955-1956, pp. 21459-21460. 
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James Verone, correspondent of The New York 
Times in Jerusalem (Israeli sector) pointed out 
that the US could not be the global gendarme. It 
should depend on the defensive force of its friends 
in the area to ensure the avoidance of US direct 
interference. 

Israel does not depend solely on the US Govern- 
ment for military aid. It has been receiving such 
aid from the Western European countries as well, 
especially France. Commenting on the Skyhawk 
deal, Abba Eban, Israeli Foreign Minister, stated: 
When I discussed aircraft procurement in Washington last 
February with leading members of the US administration, 
they made it plain that they hoped Israel would still look 
to Europe as her main source of defense equipment. The 
US regards its sales to Israel as supplementary to Israel’s 
main effort. The transaction concluded with the US has 


no effect whatever on our freedom to seek equipment from 
our traditional non-American sources.” 


The contradiction in the theoretical and prac- 
tical implications of the US aid policy is expressed 
best by Davar, Histadrut newspaper, when it 
stated: “In principle, the US has not changed its 
policy of not serving as one of the principal sup- 
pliers of arms to the countries of the Middle East. 
In practice, though, she has departed from this 
principle.” 


Guiding Figures Concerning 
United States Aid to Israel 


The Near East Report presents specific figures 
of the US aid including military aid to the Arab 


25 Interview with Abba Eban by Shalom Cohen, as published in 
The Jerusalem Post, May 24, 1966. 


26 As quoted in The Jerusalem Post, May 24, 1966. 


TABLE No. 5 
US ASSISTANCE TO ISRAEL AND THE ARAB STATES 


(in millions of dollars - fiscal years) 


Grants Loans Surplus Foods Military Total 

Israel 

1965 — 20.0 33.9 17.7 71.6 

1966 —_ 10.0 26.9 2.4 5953 
Algeria 

1965 0.7 — 13.9 — 14.6 

1966 0.2 —_— 2542 — 25.4 
Traq 

1965 0.1 — 6.4 0.2 6.5 

1966 — — 0.2 0.2 0.4 
Jordan 

1965 39.0 1.6 2.5 4.6 47.7 

1966 35.6 Io 2.4 2e1 43.0 
Lebanon 

1965 — — 0.7 0.1 0.8 

1966 — — — 0.1 0.1 
Libya 

1965 0.3 — — 2.2 2.5 

1966 — — — 2.2 22 
Morocco 

1965 11.1 — 22.4 2.3 35.8 

1966 0.7 2.6 34.0 3.0 40.3 
Saudi Arabia 

1965 — — 0.8 6.9 7.7 

1966 — — — 4.3 4.3 
Sudan 

1965 3.1 — 4.7 — 7.8 

1966 3.2 10.5 3.4 0.3 17.4 
Syria 

1965 — 0.2 1.3 -—— 1.1 

1966 — — ZF 0.9 20.9 
Tunisia 

1965 1.7 16.8 34.2 0.9 53.6 

1966 2.3 15.0 0.7 0.9 18.9 
VAR 

1965 2.3 — 145.6 — 147.9 

1966 1.5 — 59.0 — 60.5 
Yemen 

1965 4.5 — 0.3 — 4.8 

1966 2.8 — — — 2.8 

ere tee 

TOTAL 

1965 62.6 38.2 266.7 34.9 402.4 


1966 46.3 46.0 154.5 15.5 262.3 
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states on the one hand, and to Israel on the other, 
covering the years 1965-1966 (see Table N® 5).7 
The figures point out that Israel has received, in 
those two years, aid from the US Government 
amounting to 20.1 million dollars, whereas the 
Arab states collectively have received 31.2 million 
dollars. This means that the Arab states received 
two thirds of the amount Israel received alone. If 
we take the Arab states surrounding Israel, namely, 
Jordan, Syria, Lebanon, and the UAR, we can 
conclude that the amount received by Israel is 
triple the amount received by these states. If we 
exclude the two Arab states adopting fully pro- 
American policies we see that the remaining Arab 
states have received less than two thirds of the 
amount offcred to Israel. 


United States Nuclear Aid to Israel 


Although Israel receives most of its assistance in 
the development of its nuclear projects from 
France, still the US Government has played an 
important role in the field also. 

The declared policy of the US Government is 
that it will not cooperate with anyone in spreading 
nuclear weapons. In spite of this theoretical stand 
we find that in practice it has been helping in the 
spread of these weapons. 

Cooperation between the US Government and 
Israel could be characterized as follows: 

In the summer of 1955, a bilateral agreement 
concerning cooperation in the use of atomic energy 
for peaceful purposes was signed between the US 
Government and Israel.*° 


27 Pee as Report, Washington, DC, Vol. X, no. 18, September 
» 1966. 
28 Keesings Contemporary Archives, Vol. 10, p. 14361, A, col. 2. 
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During the latter half of 1955 and January 
1956, the US Government offered to Israel as a 
gift, a collection of nonclassified writing” dealing 
with nuclear and atomic subjects. 

On December 9, 1959, an agreement was signed 
for the formation of a joint US-Israeli company 
to convert sea water into fresh water through the 
use of energy.” 

In January 1964, the desalination plant at Eilat 
started full-scale production.” 

On February 6, 1964, President Johnson an- 
nounced that the US had offered to cooperate 
with Israel in using nuclear power for the desalina- 
tion of sea water on a large scale.” 


On June 3, 1964, Mr. Eshkol, Israeli Prime 
Minister, announced that the ““US-Israeli agreement 
on water desalination involved advance studies 
and plans for a nuclear plant and distillator with 
a capacity of 25 million cubic meters of water a 
year, a project which would cost many tens of 
millions of dollars.”** 

On June 11, 1964, a joint communiqué was 1s- 
sued at the end of Eshkol’s visit to Washington, 
in which it was agreed to set up, immediately, 
a joint US-Israeli technical team to conduct 
surveys to define the scope and requirements of 
the desalination water program.™ 

On July 28, 1964, the first meeting of the US- 
Israeli technical team on the desalination of sea 


29. Keesings Contemporary Archives, Vol. 10, p. 14361, A, col 8. 
30 Jbid., Vol. 12, p. 17290, A, col. 1. 

31 Ibid., Vol. 14, p. 19932, A, col. 2. 

32 Tbs. 

33 Ibid., Vol. 14, p. 20164, A, col. 1-2. 

34 Ibid., Vol. 14, p. 20164, A, col. 1. 
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water was held at the office of the Israeli Prime 
Minister. 

On October 26, 1965, the team of American 
and Israeli experts presented its report to the two 
Governments. It recommended that the two 
Governments should, without delay, engage a 
firm of consultants to prepare detailed studies for 
alternative nuclear dual-purpose plants providing 
175-200 megawatts of electricity and 125-150 
million cubic meters of fresh water per year.” 

The following five remarks could be made on 
the basis of the above-mentioned survey. 

1) Israel was the prime beneficiary from the 

program of nuclear cooperation between the US 

Government and other countries for supposedly 

peaceful purposes. 

2) The US-Israeli cooperation is of a very 

special kind, since it is more in the nature of 

direct aid than of cooperation. 

3) Nuclear aid could be easily transformed from 

serving peaceful purposes to serving military 

ones. 

4) The survey presented shows clearly the in- 

crease in US nuclear aid to Israel since its in- 

ception. 

5) The US aid in the fields of water desalination 

and generating electricity has far-reaching ef- 

fects if we consider Israel’s plans for the irri- 
gation of the Negev in order to create a new 
settlement area. 


35 Keesings Contemporary Archives, Vol. 14, p. 20240, C, col. 2. 


Chapter 5 
Israel: Imperialist Mission in Africa 


Africa Research Group 


Israel’s services to imperialism have not been con- 
fined to the Middle East. For over ten years, Israel 
has played a relatively invisible but strategically 
important role in Africa as a servant of the US 
organized “free world” empire. 


US imperialism uses Israeli diplomatic, military, 
and “development” institutions to further its own 
objectives of tying postindependence Africa to 
the West and undermining revolutionary move- 
ments which threaten Western hegemony. Israel’s 
own long-range political and economic goals have 
also been strengthened by “foreign aid” programs 
in at least 15 African countries. 


In overall terms, Israeli aid to Africa is statis- 
tically insignificant: her technical assistance made 
up only about 0.05% of the total amount of 
external aid received in Sub-Saharan Africa. That 
aid has been dispersed among: Ethiopia, Tanzania, 
Nigeria, Mali, Central African Republic, Congo 
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(K), Kenya, Niger, Ghana, Uganda, Senegal, 
Togo and lesser amounts to several other states. 
At the same time, the character of these programs 
and their strategic impact demand serious atten- 
tion from anti-imperialist political forces. 


Israel’s initial penetration in Africa came on a 
small scale in 1957 when her own national in- 
terest prompted her to seek political allies in the 
Third World. Israel was unhappy in 1956 because 
the Suez affair had identified her too closely with 
the interests of Great Britain, France, and the 
United States. It had reinforced Arab efforts to 
brand Israel as a “tool of imperialism” and provid- 
ed too much hard evidence for political comfort. 
The growing strength of Muslim communities 
and the emerging Afro-Asian solidarity movement, 
born at the Bandung Conference in 1955, 
threatened to isolate Israel politically and econom- 
ically. She sought to improve her international 
position by fashioning mechanisms which could 
undermine the emerging alliance between Asian, 
Arab, and African nationalisms. From their in- 
ception, these mechanisms have reflected the needs 
and interests of neocolonialism, even as they have 
pretended to subordinate themselves completely to 
African aspirations or have cloaked themselves in 
the rhetoric of idealistic mission. 


The evidence shows that: 1) the US Govern- 
ment helped shape the style and substance of 
Israeli assistance programs to Africa; 2) the US 
and its allies helped finance those programs 
through the use of the semicovert “third country” 
technique; 3) Israeli assistance programs have 
been concentrated in strategically important 
areas—particularly in specialized military training 
with direct “‘counterinsurgency” (i.e., counter- 
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revolutionary) applications; 4) these Israeli pro- 
grams serve the interests of a relatively small-scale 
Israeli imperialism and integrate nicely into a 
multinational US imperialist strategy. We con- 
sider this exposition as part of the larger disclosure 
of those techniques with which Western interests 
seek to preserve their political hegemony and 
economic control over the peoples of Africa. 

In fact, detailed information about Israeli pro- 
grams is most readily available in little-known 
but revealing reports prepared by “experts” on 
the payroll of US imperialism itself. Not surpris- 
ingly, the most complete survey and analysis of 
Israeli programs was prepared by a staff member 
of the US Agency for International Development 
(USAID) responsible for administering the US’s 
foreign aid program; Israel and the Developing 
Nations: New Approaches to Cooperation (1967), 
was written by Leopold Laufer, a State Depart- 
ment official and former policy adviser to the 
US propaganda organ, the Voice of America. It 
is published by the Twentieth Century Fund, an 
important US ruling class foundation. A second 
—and unpublished—study is the work of a re- 
searcher for the Pentagon. Since the US Govern- 
ment has been involved in shaping and assisting 
the Israeli program, it is not surprising that its 
“expert-agents” should then be involved in 
evaluating this program. 


US Strategists Decide to Use Israel 


America’s growing cadre of Africa strategists 
decided that an Israeli presence could be useful in 
Africa. The late Arnold Rivkin, an economist 
who headed the Africa Research Project at the 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology’s CIA- 
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organized Center for International Studies and 
later went on to a key role at the World Bank, 
was one of the first Americans to set out publicly 
the assumptions which underlay the US decision 
to take advantage of the convergence of interests 
between the US and Israel on the African front. 


In the prestigious US journal Foreign Affairs, 
published by the super-establishment Council on 
Foreign Relations, Rivkin wrote in 1959 that 
Israel’s moderate form of socialist development 
could serve as an important example to developing 
nations revolting against the West. “‘The Israeli 
model,” he declared, “may well prove to be a sort 
of economic ‘third force’—an alternative differing 
from the Western pattern, but certainly far more 
compatible with free-world interests than any 
communist model.” (Our italics) In this collection 
of proposals for sophisticated ‘“‘free-world” pol- 
icies to be coordinated by the US, published as 
Africa and the West, he outlines the way the US 
could support Israeli penetration: 

Israel’s role as a third force might also be reinforced by 
imaginative use of the third country technique. A free 
world state wishing to enlarge its assistance flow to Africa 
might channel some part of it through Israel because of 


Israel’s special qualifications and demonstrated acceptability 
to many African nations.! 


_ Rivkin’s proposals made sense within State 
Department and CIA policy planning councils. US 
policymakers, for years, had been covertly chan- 
neling money to “third force” solutions as part 
of a sophisticated global crusade for containing 
communism. In Europe, as has since been revealed, 
millions of CIA dollars propped up and energized 
social democratic political groups which were 


1 Arnold Rivkin, Africa and the West, F. A. Praeger, 1961, 
p. 89. 
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moderately socialist but militantly anticommu- 
nist.” As nationalist leaders awakened Africa and 
Asia, only the right-wing hardheads in the State 
Department grouped around Dulles saw in this 
nationalism a serious threat to US interests. More 
sophisticated strategists understood that nationalist 
proclivities toward neutralism and nonalignment 
could be shaded to mask dependency and Western 
control. 

As Rivkin observed in Foreign Affairs: “Africa 
saw in Israel a relatively neutral source of assis- 
tance, without any of the possible ideological im- 
plications which might attach from the West or 
the communist bloc.” A strategy then could be 
fashioned to take advantage of these illusions and 
reinforce the total strength of the “free world.” 


Israel “Imports”? Knowledge from the US, 
Exports it to Africa 


Between 1951 and 1962, Israel received $15 
million in aid and assistance from the United 
States. From 1950 to 1964, the UN and its spe- 
cialized agencies—themselves often shaped and 
controlled by the US—spent over $5 million on 
experts and fellowships for Israel. 

_The programs built a network through which 
US expertise was “imported” into Israel only to 
be “exported” by Israeli nationals somewhat later. 
The US was pleased with the “multiplier effect” 
that this aid had in broadening the impact of a 
US-conceived strategy. Henry Chalfant, former 
US Mission Director in Israel, quite frankly admit- 
ted this intention when he wrote: 

2 In March 1967 a series of exposés blew the lid off the CIA’s 
“covert action” program in which millions of dollars had been 
secretly channeled through a variety of conduits to anticommunist 


labor, student, professional, and political organizations throughout 
the world. 
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Israelis selected for training abroad ‘were carefully chosen 
with a view to returning to Israel as disseminators of skill 
and knowledge to others. This ‘multiplier effect” is an 
esential element of any program, of tecnical assistance... 
The high quality of the trained Israelis is further attested 
to by the fact that Israel is now and has been in recent 
years transferring these acquired skills and knowledge to 
less fortunate people through a technical assistance program 
of her own.? 


To preserve its credibility and enhance its effec- 
tiveness Israel did not adopt American techniques 
wholesale, but instead modified them with a dis- 
tinctive twist based on Israeli experience. Al- 
though Israel continues to require and receive 
foreign assistance, the size and scope of this type 
of technical training has decreased and changed in 
character over the years. Nevertheless, a develop- 
ment technology “Made in USA” has left its un- 
mistakable mark on Israel’s strategy and style. 


The Scope of the Israeli Assistance Program 


Israel’s program of assistance to Africa assumes 
several basic forms: 1) highly trained Israeli “ex- 
perts” are placed at the disposal of African states, 
often in strategically important positions; 2) vari- 
ous categories of African personnel, including 
students, civil servants, labor leaders, and military 
cadres are given specialized training in Israel itself; 
this training is usually provided quickly and ef- 
ficiently; and 3) Israeli businessmen and their 
government have set up joint economic enterprises 
with African states and private business. 

In the first category, most of the important 
specialized assistance is military and paramilitary 
in nature and will be discussed in greater detail. 
3 Leopold Laufer, Israel and the Developing Countries: New Ap- 


proeees to Cooperation, Twentieth Century Fund, New York, 
1968. 


— 
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Nonmilitary assistance programs utilize the “‘paral- 
lel training approach”—that is, while Israeli ex- 
perts serve abroad, Africans are given specialized 
assistance in Israel. This assistance has been 
highly diversified, embracing everything from 
poultry training in Guinea to setting up national 
lotteries in Dahomey; from youth movement or- 
ganizing in Gabon to pediatrics in the Upper 
Volta. The table below outlines the scope of these 
programs between 1958 and 1962. 


TaBLe No. 1+ 
ISRAELI EXPERTS SERVING ABROAD AND 
TRAINEES ARRIVING IN ISRAEL, BY FIELD 
OF SERVICE OR TRAINING, 1958-66 


Total Africa 
Field of Service or Training BXPERTS 
TOTAL 1 815 1261 
Agriculture §23 261 
Youth organization 256 234 
Engineering 64 42 
Medicine and health 202 173 
Education 106 102 
Cooperation 24 21 
Management 63 46 
Construction and building 65 49 
Social work 23 22 
Miscellaneous 489 311 

TRAINEES 

TOTAL 9 074 4 482 
Agriculture 2 264 805 
Cooperation and trade unionism 1 048 664 
Community development 712 493 
Youth leadership §29 285 
Medicine and health 265 211 
Commerce, transport, finance, industry 156 37 
Study tours and seminars 1 622 $37 
Individual academic studies 230 102 
Miscellaneous 2 248 1 348 


4 Laufer, op. cst., p. 77. It is significant that Laufer’s chart com- 
pletely ignores the military dimension of the assistance program. 
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Jsrael’s agricultural programs are organized on 
military lines and carried out either directly by 
the military or agencies linked to it. Before he 
became Defense Minister, General Moshe Dayan 
took an active interest in shaping Israel’s agricul- 
tural programs in Africa. This reflects the 
militarization of agriculture in Israel itself. Since 
the kibbutz system and most Israeli collective 
farms are closely tied into the national defense 
effort, this agricultural program has been or- 
ganized on paramilitary lines. It is this highly 
political model of. organization which Israel 
“exports” to Africa. 

Israeli efforts seek to assist neocolonial states in 
mobilizing their populations for “development.” 
In the area of youth mobilization, Israel developed 
the Gadna (Youth Battalions) and Nabal (Fight- 
ing Pioneer Youth), which have been used as 
models for similar programs in African states. In 
theory, these programs are nonpolitical; in prac- 
tice, they create politically potent and militarily 
useful bodies. Laufer explains what they do: 
Gadna (youth battalions for boys and girls aged 14 to 18) 
offers sports, hiking, camping, crafts, group discussions, 
and cultural activities, as well as physical work and some 
paramilitary training. Nahal, which takes up where Gadna 
leaves off, is for young men and women of military age 


and includes paratrooper regular military training, followed 
by agricultural settlement in difficult or dangerous places.® 


By 1966 Israeli experts had organized these 
“nation-building” programs in 13 African coun- 
tries: Cameroon, the Central African Republic, 
Chad, Dahomey, Ivory Coast, Liberia, Malawi, 
Niger, Senegal, Tanzania, Togo, Uganda, and 


5 Laufer, op. cé#., p. 110. 
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Zambia. Other Israeli advisers carried on similar 
activities in Bolivia, Ecuador, Costa Rica, and 
Sing2pore. 

In these countries, all primarily agricultural 
economies, Israeli experts often seek to impose 
Israel’s pseudosocialist moshav farm as an alterna- 
tive to more radical collective forms of organi- 
zation. 

African independent peasants working on their own patches 
within the context of traditional community culture [claims 
Peter Worsley] thus find the Israeli moshav a more relevant 


model than more strictly collectivist forms of organization 
such as the Soviet kolkoz or the Cuban state farms.® 


Or such was the theory. In practice these moshav 
arrangements have not radically contributed to sig- 
nificant development in the agricultural sector. 


Specialized training in Israel is provided on 
several levels. Government ministries offer courses 
as do quasi-government agencies such as the Israeli 
labor complex Histadrut. Histadrut, a nominally 
“socialist” but not anti-imperialist union, sponsors 
its own Afro-Asian Institute for Labor Studies and 
Cooperation in Tel Aviv, headed by Ellahu Elath, 
Israel’s first Ambassador to the United States. It 
turns out 30 to 50 “trained leaders” every three 
to four months. Significantly, this institute was 
launched with a $60 000 grant from the AFL-CIO 
[American Federation of Labor-Congress of In- 
dustrial Organizations] in 1960; between 1960 and 
1962 it received over $300 000 in scholarships and 
grants from the AFL-CIO and its affiliated na- 
tional unions such as the British Trade Union 
Congress (TUC).” Disclosures by prominent jour- 


6 Peter Worsley, The Third World, p. 268. 
7 Laufer, op. cit., p. 48. 
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nalists in the United States have since revealed that 
the international programs of the AFL-CIO are 
virtually integrated into and coexistent with the 
CIA’s international labor strategy.° African trade 
unions are highly political instruments and the 
training which takes place in Israel seeks to depol- 
iticize them by pushing a “‘cooperative” orientation 
rather than a working class, revolutionary one.” 


‘The emphasis,” admits Arnold Zack, a Harvard- 
trained ICFTU (International Confederation of 
Free Trade Unions) agent, “is on cooperation with 
other segments of society; comparatively little time 
is devoted to skills of building trade unions as a 
power force in the country.” 


Most of Israeli training programs are short-run 
and highly concentrated in nature. More than 9000 
“trainees” from the Third World have been ex- 
posed to Israeli seminars, conferences, and training 
courses. Only a few hundred students have spent 
more than a year in the country. Most of these 
courses are for middle-level personnel and con- 
centrate, according to Laufer, on “transmitting 
new ideas and attitudes.” 


The Israelis have learned [he reports] that trainees brought 
to Israel for short periods of highly intensive, controlled 
exposure usually carry away with them a more favorable 
image than those who stay for longer pericds.... Since the 


8 See George Morris, The CIA and American Labor, International 
Publishers, 1968, “Agent Meany,” New Republic. 


® Another professionally-run institute, the Center for Cooperative 
and Labor Studies in Tel Aviv, caters to the Latin-American 
trade unionists and is supported by both the foreign ministry and 
Histadrut. “Occasionally,” diseloses Laufer, “The Center runs 
three-week seminars for South American trade unionists sponsored 
by the American Institute for Free Labor Development (AIFLD).” 
The AIFLD has been publicly exposed as major CIA labor 
operation in Latin America which is openly funded by USAID. 


10 Arnold Zack, Labor Training in Developing Countries, F. A. 
Praeger, 1967. (A survey of imperialist labor experience.) 
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exposure to Israel is selective, the trainees encounter the 
most attractive aspects of Israeli life and society. 


These courses have enhanced Israel’s political 
reputation on the continent while performing an 
important ideological and training function for 
imperialism. 

Israel’s interest in Africa is also prompted by 
economic considerations. As a geographically con- 
venient source of raw materials and a market for 
Israeli goods, Africa has a natural attraction to 
businessmen. ‘Trade between Israel and African 
nations is active and growing in volume. The 
volume of Israeli exports to Africa stood at $11.6 
million in 1963; by 1965 it was $21.5 million. 
Notes Laufer: “It is probably more than a coin- 
cidence that the greatest increases have been in 
exports to those African countries (for example, 
Ethiopia, Ghana, Kenya, Nigeria, and Uganda) 
that also have an active technical cooperation pro- 
gram with Israel.”"* As a source of raw materials 
Africa is also crucial; the scale of Israeli imports 
from Africa is even more significant than exports 
and is growing. Samuel Decalo, another US expert, 
has an interesting observation about the nature 
of this economic relationship: 


..African imports of a number of Israeli commodities 
(e.g., furniture, cement, distilled soya oil) even if small 
in absolute figures amount to over 50% of total Israeli 
exports of these items. There are a number of other com- 
modities (e.g., asbestos pipes, pharmaceuticals, carpets) of 
which Africa purchases over 25% of the Israeli exports 
with significant purchases of others below this figure.... In 
like manner, Africa is Israel’s prime supplier for a number 
of tropical products.!” 


11 Laufer, op. cét., p. 211. 


12 Samuel Decalo, “Israel amd Africa; A Selected Bibliography,” 
Journal of Modern African Studies, March 5, 1967, p. 391. 
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Most observers think that Israel stands a good 
chance of increasing the extent and scope of these 
economic relationships. 


The modes of Israeli economic investment tend 
to be deliberately designed to minimize suspicion 
on the part of Africans. By mid-1963, 42 com- 
panies based on partnerships between Israeli and 
African public capital had been established. Ex- 
plained The Economist: 


Instead of demanding control, or concessions for long periods, 
the Israelis almost invariably postulate as a condition of 
their participation that their shareholding must be minority. 
Contracts are limited to five years, at the end of which 
the local majority stockholders are given the option of buying 
the Israeli interest out.... Companies jointly financed by 
Israeli and African public bodies have been operating in 
Ghana, Liberia, Nigeria, Sierra Leone, Ivory Coast, Dahomey, 
Niger, Upper Volta, Senegal, Tanganyika, and two or three 
other states.!* 


Israel’s policy in this regard is motivated by 
shrewd economic reasoning. Explains Laufer: 


..joint ventures have enabled Israeli companies to enter new 
markets with relatively small capital investment and under 
the benevolent protection of the governments of developing 
countries. Since in many of these countries domestic markets 
are closely guarded by long-established foreign or expatriate 
firms, the Israeli firms might have found it difficult to 
establish themselves without the partnerships. 


The types of projects advanced with this method 
of Israeli penetration have also tended to assist 
neocolonial governments with schemes which have 
a questionable benefit and are hardly priorities for 
the majority of their impoverished populations. 


18 The Economést, August 24, 1963, as quoted in Basil Davison, 
Which Way Africa?, 1965. 
14 Jaufer, op. c#., p. 148. 
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For example, companies in which the Israeli quasi- 
public firm, Solel Boneh, has been a partner have 
built: an international airport in Accra, luxury 
hotels in Eastern Nigeria, university buildings, 
800 miles of road in Western Nigeria, fancy Par- 
liament buildings in Sierra Leone and Eastern Ni- 
geria, and military installations in the Ivory Coast. 


Israel’s economic interest in Africa is a long- 
range one. Her limited economic involvement is 
in part a function of the tight control with which 
metropole powers and the US seek to monopolize 
trade and retain preferences. But whatever its 
cause, this appearance of economic conservatism 
allows Israel room for considerable political ma- 
neuverability. 


Israel and the International 
Counterrevolution — Military Assistance 


Israel comes into its own with sensitive and 
highly specialized military and police-intelligence 
training. A myriad of programs quietly provide 
African states the type of military and police 
know-how required to build up effective internal 
security forces designed to protect those neocolo- 
nialist governments, propped up and “developed” 
by US imperialism, from being overthrown by 
their own populations. 

Information about this dimension of Israeli pen- 
ctration is veiled-in secrecy. When a member of 
the Africa Research Group made a first attempt 
to seck out this information (by contacting a 
professor who has written about Israeli involvement 
in Africa), he was informed that “printed material 
on Afro-Israeli military information is pretty dif- 
ficult to obtain. Whatever material exists is in 
Hebrew, much of it being classified.” The profes- 
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sor, however, suggested that an inquiry be sent 
to a certain Sanford Silverburg at American Uni- 
versity in Washington, DC. 


Silverburg turned out to be more than just 
another academic. He is a professional researcher 
on the staff of the Center for Research in Social 
Systems (CRESS), a major research operation 
funded by the US Army (to the tune of $1.9 
million in 1967). CRESS was reorganized in 1966 
following disclosures of its participation in the 
notorious Project Camelot, an intellectual espionage 
mission in Latin America.’ It presently has two 
divisions: CINFAC, a Counterinsurgency Infor- 
mation Analysis Center; and SSRI, a Social Science 
Research Institute which studies ways of improving 
the effectiveness of US military personnel attached 
as advisers to the armed forces of other countries. 


CRESS’s interest in Israeli military programs in 
Africa is part of its larger responsibility for devel- 
oping research which aids the Pentagon’s commit- 
ment to preserve and defend the empire. The US 
has been a long-term supplier of military assistance 
to Israel, as part of a broader policy in the Middle 
East. Between 1964 and 1967 military assistance 
to Israel amounted to $41.6 million, while total 
US economic and military assistance was $1127 
million.*® 


Israeli military personnel are trained in the US 
as are soldiers from Arab countries. There are 
also a number of information-sharing arrangements 
between the Israeli and US military establishments. 
In 1968 the Department of Defense financed close 
to $2 million worth of scientific research through 


15 J. L. Horowitz, The Rise and Fall of Project Camelot, 1968. 


16 “US Overseas Loans and Grants, Special Report,’ March 1968, 
p. 15. 
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32 contracts at Israeli universities and research 
centers." 

Sanford Silverburg has spent five years on the 
CRESS staff, during which time he has also worked 
on graduate degrees at American University. While 
still attached to CRESS, he prepared a Masters 
Thesis for the School of International Service (sic) 
entitled: Israeli Military and Paramilitary Assis- 
tance to Sub-Saharan Africa: A Harbinger for the 
Role. of the Military in Developing States. While 
concerned primarily with studying the Israeli mil- 
itary role in shaping the “‘nation-building” process 
—a notion very much in fashion among Pentagon 
officials and development planners—this document 
appears to be the most complete available nonclas- 
sified breakdown of the range and import of Israeli 
military programs. 


At the outset of his study Silverburg acknowl- 
edges that data is hard to obtain, but nevertheless 
manages (presumably through CRESS’s resources) 
to pull together an impressive amount of evidence 
from a wide range of American, European, 
African, and Israeli sources. In the chart that 
follows, we will outline the breakdown, on a 
country-by-country basis. 


The practical help Israeli military training pro- 
vides the objectives of US imperialism is best illus- 
trated by the situation in the Congo, one of Africa’s 
richest and most strategically located countries. 
The US role in the Congo since independence is 
notorious: by the accounts of such men as Conor 
Cruse O'Brian, the US played a determining role 
in structuring the government of the Congo 
after engineering a UN intervention which helped 


17 Senator Fulbright inserted a complete list of all of the overseas 
Defense Research in the Congressional Record, May 1969. 
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ISRAELI MILITARY AND PARAMILITARY ASSISTANCE 
PROGRAMS TO SUB-SAHADRN AFRICA 1960-1966 


Country Year Nature of Israeli Program 
Cameroon 1966 Israeli Army officers set up Nahal-Gadna system in January. 
Central African Republic 1960 50 study grants to individuals. 
1962 14 Army officers set up National Pioneer Youth with Israel- 
trained staff (2-year contract). 
Chad 1964 Student training by advisers sent to youth movement. 
1967 2 Israeli advisers killed in counterinsurgency operations with 
Chad Army against National Liberation Front of Chad. 
Congo (K) 1963 243 Congolese paratroops sent to Israel for air training, includ- 
ing now President, General Joseph Mobutu. 
1964 Israeli advisers go to Congo to provide 100 more Congolese 
troops with parachute instruction, in October. 
1968 In March, Israelis train 35 more paratroopers in First Paracom- 
mando Battalion, considered ‘‘best unit.” 
Dahomey 1962 Israelis “advise” First Army Pioneer Company. 
1966 2 Israeli advisers administer Young Pioneers Youth Movement 


(USAID supported). 


Ethiopia 1960-66 Israelis operate counterinsurgency program directed against 
Eritrean Liberation Front and Shiftas of Kenya. 


Israelis replace US Special Forces “removed” after aborted 
coup by US-trained Ethiopian officers. 


Substantial cooperation between Ethiopian and Israeli military 
operations includes: training for special forces, intelligence, 
counterinsurgency operations. 


Israel maintains major military mission graduating 500 men 
every 6 months. 


Israel cooperates with US and Ethiopian military in establish- 
ing base at Jebel Hamid. 


a ee ee ee a NE eS 
Ghana Ghana Air Force and flying school organized, jeopardizing 
Britain’s unilateral control. 


Israel provides assistance to Army, Navy units. 
British commercial interests force Israel out of Ghana. 


a ae ee ee a ee I SE A ADO AERC IAL ALERT SE ac 
Ivory Coast 1961 Nahal-Gadna type program set up with help from USAID. 
Service civique revamped and revitalized, to consternation 
of French. 
1963 Army school for “civic action” established. 


On advice of Israel, Ivory Coast seeks to use Army in 
“national service.” 


Israel equips Presidential Guard with Israeli-made Uzzi 


7.66 mm submachine guns. 
Sa 


Kenya 1963 5 Air Force cadets and 30 Army personnel “unofficially” 
trained through 1963 (negligible program). 


Malawi Israel trains medical personnel. 
4 instructors help set up Malawi Young Pioneers Movement, 
paramilitary organization of 500 to 700 .members. 


Nigeria 1967 Army and police training provided. 
Israeli-made 11 mm mortars supplied. 
1967 charge that Israel also supplies weapons to Biafra denied 
by Israeli ambassador to Nigeria in January 1969. 


a ee RR LS SA SN Ne Gb aA hee 
Sierra Leone 1966 Israel helps set up Military Academy; 65 officers remain for 


2 additional years. 
a ee et le 


Tanzania 1963 60 cadets trained in 193-day course. 

National Service Corps set up on Israeli model with Israeli 
assistance runs into trouble when 117 members are detained 
or discharged for disloyalty (no implication of Israeli 
involvement). 

1964 24 Naval Marine Unit cadets trained. 


1966 120 police receive paratroop training; unit assigned to maintain 
order, deter cattle rustling and, according to speculations, 
reserved for use against Zanzibar if necessary. 

Israel rumored to be involved with Tanzanian intelligence. 


a eee eg Se ee RT Sch” 
Togo 1961 7-man Israeli team organizes Agricultural Youth Corps using 
Gadna techniques. 
Experiments with moshbav settlement schemes initiated. 


Uganda 1963 15 Army officers, § pilots trained in Israel. 
1964 Air Force organized and trained. 
1966 Israel assumes all military training, supplies some planes, is 


alleged to be conduit for French assistance to Uganda. 
neers ann esc r SSS SSss sS esSSSSSy 


18 Sanford Silverburg, Israelé Military and Paramilitary Assistance to Sub-Saharan Africa: A Harbinger for the Role of 
the Military in Developing States, Masters Thesis, American University, 1968, pp. 50-75. 
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topple the Lumumba government and impose a ser- 
vile one. The CIA was deeply involved in General 
Mobutu’s original rise to power.” At the prodding 
of US corporate and financial interests, the US 
maintained an active role in the Congo, particularly 
when organized rebellions and guerrilla movements 
began to threaten US hegemony. In the course of 
developing effective counterinsurgency techniques, 
the US Army ordered a study on “Witchcraft, Sor- 
cery, Magic and Other Psychological Phenomena 
and Their Implications on Military and Paramil- 
itary Operations in the Congo” (1964), which the 
academics at the Army-funded Counterinsurgency 
Analysis Center at American University provided. 
The report’s conclusion is directly relevant to the 
role Israel came to assume. “Drawing upon the 
Belgian experience as well as that of Tshombe in 
Katanga,” it noted, “it would appear that a more 
flexible approach to the military problem is to 
be found in the concept of elite troops: troops 
which are carefully trained and disciplined and 
which are well commanded.” This military advice 
was accepted: only so as to diminish an already 
overextended and politically embarrassing overt US 
role, it was the Israelis who took on the task of 
training the Congo’s crack elite paracommando 
squadron. 


What is significant about these Israeli programs 
is not their size but rather their strategic concen- 
tration in building up elite sections within increas- 
ingly important military institutions. That these 
institutions are also in countries which have most 
significant US penetration (ie., Ethiopia and 
Congo (K)) is by no means coincidental. These 


19 See Andrew Tully, The CIA: The Inside Story. 
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programs give the Israelis, and through the Israelis, 
the US, intimate access and influence in the in- 
ternal development of the respective countries. 
“The granting of assistance—military or other—,” 
admits Silverburg, “is also an open invitation to the 
donor to firmly establish its national interests in 
the recipient country, which may include inciting 
revolt and rebellion, though on a covert status.””” 


Since her involvement. is motivated as much by 
the international interests of US imperialism as by 
her own zational interest, Israel takes great pains 
to work closely with the host government to avoid 
“misunderstandings.” At the same time, Israeli 
programs are tied into a larger CIA and Western 
intelligence operation. Because of the very nature 
of intelligence training Israeli agents provide Tan- 
zanians, Ethiopians, and Congolese, Israel is deeply 
enmeshed in the sub rosa world of intrigue and 
covert political manipulation. 


Hard facts about Israel’s covert role are even 
more difficult to amass than information about 
military programs. There is evidence that Israel 
supported covertly a number of liberation move- 
ments which also enjoyed US backing. The Israelis 
are reputed to be quietly assisting the Sudanese 
rebels and the discredited forces of Holden Roberto 
in Angola. On the diplomatic level, information 
obtained by the Israelis is often shared with local 
American embassies. In a recent interview, one 
observer said that such a practice is widespread 
and cited Uganda as one country in which the 
Israeli Embassy serviced information needs of the 
other Western ambassadors and their staffs. In 
exchange, it is known that US countcrinsurgency 
and counterguerrilla expertise has been shared with 


20 Silverburg, op. czt., p. 77. 
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the Israeli military in its efforts to destroy the 
Palestine liberation organizations.” 


Not all Israeli military and paramilitary pro- 
grams or covert activities have been successful. 
They run up against the deeply-rooted problems 
and contradictions which plague all Western at- 
tempts to shape impoverished African states to 
suit their interests. Strategies to modernize armies 
as institutions for national integration and develop- 
ment have back-fired when African army officers 
preferred a share of the power and privileges en- 
joyed now by the Western-backed neocolonial 
elites. Many of these soldiers are not motivated ideo- 
logically to seek political change and, when they 
do, prefer coup-style takeovers to the more “‘func- 
tional role” foreign experts prefer. 


At the same time, foreign assistance, whether of 
the Israeli brand or another variety, cannot escape 
the central contradiction: countries which are op- 
pressed by an imperialist system cannot develop 
with selective assistance by these oppressing powers. 
In fact, these programs only increase dependency 
and subordination. Mindful of their own long-run 
interests, the Israelis have limited their engagement 
in Africa to certain spheres, avoiding direct po- 
litical identification with the imperialist powers. 
That “invisibility,” however, is slowly being punc- 
tured—largely by Israel’s own expansionist am- 
bitions in the Middle East. Like their North 
American “Uncle,” the Israelis have been forced 
into open counterrevolutionary warfare at home 


21 According to Silverburg, Israeli officers including General Dayan 
have visited Viet-Nam for on-the-spot investigation of counter- 
revolutionary warfare. Moreover, he “guessed” that “What We 
Learned” forms which US soldiers fill out after encounters with 
the NLF “find their way to Israeli military officials.” Interestingly, 
Silverburg thought that Israeli military was much more proficient 
in this regard than the US has been in Viet-Nam. 
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and abroad. The lessons of that identification are 
slowly filtering down among the African people. 


Imperialism Finances Israel’s Programs 


Israel does not disclose the full extent of its aid 
program to Africa nor reveal who pays the bills. 
Funds are known to come directly from Israel’s 
Government, partner governments in Africa, in- 
ternational organizations, and to some extent pri- 
vate sources. 

In 1966-67 Israel’s Department of International 
Cooperation (Mashav) reported a budget of 10 
million Israeli pounds ($3.33 million). This fig- 
ure, however, is very misleading. For one thing, 
Israeli costs are lower than the costs of compa- 
rable US projects. In fact, the former director 
of the Department of International Cooperation of 
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, according to 
Laufer, “told a group of US visitors that Israel 
gets twice as much for its foreign aid dollar as 
does the United States.”” 

Nearly half of Israel’s total program is financed 
by non-Israeli sources. The United States Govern- 
ment, through the third country tecnique, has 
been an important contributor to these programs. 
Exact figures on the US contribution are hidden. 
CRESS researcher Silverburg said it would be 
a waste of time trying to find out the exact figure. 
‘These third country arrangements,” he disclosed 
in a conversation, “are usually handled with a 
tremendous amount of discretion. Even if you 
had some journalist’s figures, he could be as much 
as a million dollars off.”” The Laufer report does 
mention some AID support for Israel’s youth 


22 Laufer, op. cét., p. 50. 
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programs in the Central African Republic, Da- 
homey, and Costa Rica. It also mentions that 
‘France has assisted youth projects in the Ivory 
Coast; and Great Britain and West Germany have 
reportedly given assistance to projects elsewhere in 
Africa.””* 

Western support to Israel no doubt makes it 
possible for her to maintain an active program of 
penetration. Israel still earns more revenue from 
monies contributed from abroad than on monies 
obtained from exports. Without international 
credits and contributions solicited abroad with the 
cooperation and complicity of Western powers 
—Israel could not survive economically. Its bal- 
ance of payment problems have always posed real 
difficulties for the economy. Without financing 
from non-Israeli sources, her Africa programs 
would be inconceivable. Acknowledges Laufer: 


Israel’s achievement in having more than half its effort 
financed from non-Israeli sources is probably unique in 
the tangled history of postwar tecnical assistance operations. 
This shows how a small country, short of capital but with 
the will, and objective capacity, can generate a sizeable 
technical assistance program with little capital investment 
and negligible effect on its balance of payments position.”4 


Not all of the revenue for these programs comes 
directly through the US or imperialist powers. 
Some of the expenses are met by recipient African 
nations. However, those nations are often them- 
selves dependent on Western aid; hence the US or 
some other ally funding an African state enables 
it to afford the expenses of an Israeli assistance 
program which itself is receiving disguised or 
covert support through other channels. The US 


23° Laufer, op. cit., p. 49. 
24 Ibid., p. 62. 
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could also free local currency holdings in African 
states to help finance Israeli training and assistance 
efforts. 


US-Israeli Coordination 


‘There are many levels on which US and Israeli 
“Africa experts” exchange views and coordinate 
programs. Some of these are governmental but 
other more important exchanges often take place 
on a private, nongovernmental basis through meet- 
ings, seminars, and conferences. One such highly 
significant conference took place December 6-8, 
1963, at Arden House, formerly the plush Har- 
riman estate, high above the Hudson River near 
Bear Mountain, New York, now operated by 
Columbia University. 


Sponsored by the National Committee for Labor 
Israel, a US-based fund-raising outfit for Israel’s 
Histadrut, the meeting brought together key US 
and Israeli strategists to discuss programmatic ap- 
proaches to foreign aid, the role of cooperatives 
and private enterprises and voluntary agencies as 
well as some problems of Negro-Jewish relations. 
The list of the participants is impressive and in- 
structive. The US was represented by a number of 
experts with close links to the Government, par- 
ticularly the CIA. They include: Arnold Rivkin; 
Benjamin Rivlin, an Africanist who served with 
the OAS and State Department; Edmund Hutch- 
ison, a onetime RCA executive, then AID ad- 
ministrator; John A. Davis, the President of the 
CIA-funded American Society of African Culture 
(AMSAC); and the dean of the corporate liberal 
Africanists, F. Taylor Ostrander, assistant to the 
Chairman of the American Metal Climax Corpo- 
ration, the major US mining concern in Central 
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and Southern Africa. Ostrander, who has served 
in a number of high government posts, is vice- 
president of the Tools for Freedom Foundation, a 
ClA-supported program. 


Israel was represented by top Histadrut officials. 
Others present include an official of the ICFTU, 
a representative of the World Bank, and an editor 
of Fortune magazine. The Assistant Secretary of 
State Harlan Cleveland sent greetings to the meet- 
ing and excerpts from the proceedings were pub- 
lished under the revealing title: The Free World 
and the New Nations (A. S. Barnes and Co., 1964). 
Not only do the conception of the meeting and 
its content mesh nicely with the US strategy out- 
lined publicly by Arnold Rivkin but, as Histadrut 
spokesmen made clear in more than one speech, the 
Israelis identified with the US-sponsored “free 
world” mission in Africa and sought to assist it. 
No doubt, other conferences of this type have oc- 
curred subsequently. 


The Israeli Model: A Harbinger for the Future? 


The Israeli experience has served as a model for 
similar ventures by US client states and may be a 
harbinger of new perspectives and new modes of 
imperialist penetration in Africa, Asia, and Latin 
America. 


In order to counter the influence of China in 
Africa, the US uses her client state Taiwan in an 
operation modeled on the Israeli example. US third 
country assistance and training allows Taiwan to 
maintain an assistance program in Africa which 
has alteady spent about $50 million since 1961.” 


25 “Taiwan—not Peking—Winning New Friends in Africa,’ The 
New York Times, December 25, 1968. 
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The “nationalist” Chinese regime is recognized by 
21 African states and has sponsored agricultural 
aid programs in 19 of them. In contrast, main- 
land China is recognized by only 14 African coun- 
tries and extends aid to ten of them. This program 
has had a measurable political impact. In 1968 only 
15 African countries voted for China’s admission 
to the UN while 20 voted against Peking. 

The Israeli model interests US policy-planners 
most as an example of an attempt at the mutual, 
multinational approach to aid. US strategists want 
to get away from bilateral approaches because they 
tend to brand the US politically as an interven- 
tionist. Global strategists would prefer to control 
the Third World through regional instruments 
(i1e., SEATO in Asia, OAS in Latin America, 
OAU in Africa). By directing broader regional 
groupings or multilateral assistance programs the 
US can retain effective control with fewer political 
liabilities. They disguise the American role with- 
out limiting its power. What remains now is for 
the US to work out the snags in such programs, 
develop new organs of cooperation, and more ef- 
fective machinery for multigovernment planning. 


Conclusion 


A critique of Israel’s role in the world need not 
be dependent only on a position with respect to 
complex historical issues being fought out in the 
Middle East. As our examination of Israel’s role 
and function in Africa demonstrates, there is a 
considerable body of reliable, if generally unavail- 
able, evidence which points directly to the role 


of Israel in the interests of the US-directed Free 
World Empire. 
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In 1902 the Israeli Zionist leader Theodor 
Herzl wrote, “Now that I have lived to see the 
restoration of the Jews, I should like to pave the 
way for the restoration of the Negroes.... That is 
why I am working to open up Africa.” But the 
restoration of one people should not entail the 
subjugation of another. In the Middle East, Pal- 
estinians are challenging Israel’s right to occupy 
their lands and impose her rule by armed force 
masquerading as idealistic mission. In Africa, at 
least among radicals and revolutionaries, that 
Israeli “mission” is gradually being exposed and 
resisted. 
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PART I 
THE FIGHTERS 


Chapter 6 


First Communiqué 


The following press release is issued by the Palestine 
national liberation movement, Al Fatah, in order 
to clarify its stand vis-a-vis the Israeli occupation 
forces and enlighten world public opinion as to 
the present dimensions of its struggle for the lib- 
eration of Palestine. 


The Palestine revolutionary liberation move- 
ment (AI Fatah), in this first general interna- 
tional communiqué to the world press, wishes to 
clarify certain misunderstandings concerning its 
operations and the nature of the struggle now 
being waged by the Palestinian Arab people against 
the Israeli invader. 

The Palestine problem is essentially the problem 
of an entire people, the Arab majority of Pales- 
tine, uprooted and expelled from their homeland 
in order to permit the establishment of Israel. As 
a result, before the, June aggression, nearly a mil- 
lion and a half Palestinian Arabs were being 
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forced to live as refugees in numerous camps 
throughout the Arab world, surviving on United 
Nations subsistence rations. The remaining 300 000 
inside Israel have been grossly discriminated against 
by that regime and denied jobs and educational 
opportunities and every human right. For two 
decades Israel has denied the Arab refugees’ con- 
tinual requests to return to their land. 


At first the expelled, suffering Palestinian 
people looked to the United Nations to resolve 
their tragedy. However, in 20 years this inter- 
national organization has failed to resolve their 
problem. Moreover, its many resolutions stating 
that refugees should be allowed to return to their 
country or receive compensation were never 1m- 
plemented. All this time, Israel continued to 
elaborate and perfect its expansionist plans. These 
were expressed in the 1956 tripartite aggression 
when Israel occupied Sinai and the Gaza Strip for 
four months in defiance of the UN’s admonition 
to withdraw. They were revealed beyond a doubt 
once again after the June aggression when Israel 
occupied and boasted of its unlawful annexation 
of the western bank of the Jordan River, the Gaza 
Strip, the southern portion of Syria, and the Holy 
City of Jerusalem in defiance of all international 
law and in complete contempt of the Charter of 
the United Nations, the Geneva Conventions, and 
the Declaration of Human Rights. Today the 
United Nations has revealed its inability to impose 
a just solution on the Palestinian tragedy, by failing 
to reach an agreement concerning the withdrawal 
of the aggressor from the occupied territories. 


It must be admitted that over the years several 
Arab leaders have exploited the Palestine problem 
for their own benefit. Moreover the successive 
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Arab summit conferences have failed to give the 
Palestinian people their due support. Similarly, it 
must be acknowledged that the PLO (Palestine 
Liberation Organization) headed by Ahmed 
Shukeiry failed to liberate Palestine. Although 
progressive Palestinian elements genuinely wanted 
the latter organization to represent the Palestinian 
people, certain reactionary forces tried to use it 
to dominate the Palestinians. Today the PLO, this 
pseudo-liberation organization, is no longer playing 
any significant role in the liberation of Palestine, 
the reason being that it did not spring from the 
masses themselves but was artificially imposed 
from above. 

The suffering and frustration of the Palestinian 
people over the years gave rise to a new, truly 
popular dynamic Palestinian liberation movement 
which expressed the people’s revolt against the 
Israeli invader. Al Fatah (the Palestine national 
liberation movement) which was forced to operate 
clandestinely in the occupied land, began in 1965 
to carry out overt guerrilla operations sabotaging 
Israeli military and strategic installations in order 
to weaken and unnerve the oppressor who was 
threatening our people’s very existence as a nation 
as well as menacing the entire Arab world. Until 
the June 1967 aggression, these operations—which 
received immediately the enthusiastic support of 
the Palestinian Arabs throughout the Arab world— 
had to be waged from outside. However, the six- 
day war and the catastrophic effects it had on 
the entire Palestinian population inside and outside 
Israel brought about new conditions in its strug- 
gle to liberate the homeland. Ironically enough, 
due to the new borders which Israel now claims 
for itself, the Palestinians found themselves con- 
fronting a common Zionist enemy entirely within 
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the territorial boundaries of former Palestine. 
Moreover, the fascist-type repression which Israel 
began to implement against the Arab inhabitants 
after the cease-fire engendered a resistance move- 
ment similar to that in Viet-Nam. This popular 
rebellion against. repression is being admitted by 
Israel. Its proportions and concrete manifestation 
can no longer be ignored or denied by Israeli 
spokesmen. 


Immediately after the aggression, Al Fatah 
began clandestinely organizing the Arab people 
in the newly occupied as well as formerly occupied 
territories, and encouraged them to have con- 
fidence in their own ability to liberate their 
homeland. Led by their vanguard, the Palestine 
national liberation movement (Al Fatah), they 
are now resisting a vastly superior military enemy 
in their midst by every means at their disposal: 
strikes, noncooperation, boycotts of Israeli goods, 
denunciation of repressive measures and annexa- 
tions, etc. Under Al Fatah’s coordination, politi- 
cal and religious personalities have refused to im- 
plement the enemy’s decrees, teachers are refusing 
to reopen the schools, and schoolchildren are 
staying away from classes so long as their homeland 
is dominated by this hostile power. 


During this postaggression period, Al Fatah’s 
armed wing, Al Assifa, has also been intensifying 
its military and sabotage operations against Israeli 
installations including military camps and stores, 
electric power plants and railways, in order to 
undermine the enemy’s economy and weaken its 
ability to dominate our people. Israel’s industrial 
plants, printing presses, administrative centers, 
and paramilitary kibbutzim now being implanted 
in the newly-occupied zones are also being at- 
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tacked by Al Fatah’s commandos causing great 
damage and casualties and increasing tension in 
Israel. Our people have realized that no other 
course is open to them if they are not to live in 
slavery. 


The occupation of all Palestine by Israel made 
possible one of Al Fatah’s most important long- 
range objectives—the transference of all its mili- 
tary bases into the occupied homeland. This 
transference has now been completed. From 
these many well-hidden, well-stocked bases, Pal- 
estinian commandos—most of them dedicated 
peasants and students—are now operating dozens 
of times daily throughout the old and newly oc- 
cupied areas. No part of Israel, no Israeli instal- 
lation, no Israeli target is out of their reach and 
that regime may henceforth expect the steadily 
increasing disruption of its colonialist existence in 
the weeks and months to come. This undermining 
of the Israeli Zionist existence will continue until 
Palestine has been restored to its rightful owners, 
the Palestine Arabs, who have lived on this land 
alongside the Jewish minority uninterruptedly for 
4000 years. 


Al Fatah, the Palestine national liberation move- 
ment, wishes to point out, however, that its 
operations—which today enjoy the support of the 
entire Palestinian people—are in no way aimed 
at the Jewish people as such with whom they 
lived in harmony i in the past for so many centu- 
ries. Nor does it intend to ‘“‘drive them into the 
sea.” This resistance.and the liberation movement 
Al Fatah is coordinating is aimed solely at the 
Zionist-military-fascist regime which has usurped 
our homeland and expelled and repressed our two 
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million people, condemning them to a life of 
destitution and misery. 

Al Fatah also wishes to correct once and for 
all the Zionist insinuation that this “terrorist” 
movement is inspired and directed from outside 
by such countries as Syria, Jordan, and Algeria. 
Under the conditions existing in the Middle East 
today, no such foreign-imposed “movement” 
could long survive for it would soon be rejected 
by the people. On the other hand, the Palestinian 
people’s liberation movement has arisen out of 
their desperate frustration and deep aspirations for 
liberty, justice, and dignity in their own self- 
administered historical homeland. To this it owes 
its strength. 

The world should recall that those who have 
suffered most of all from the Israeli existence for 
the last two decades are the Palestinian people. 
And the world should note that those who are 
today taking up arms to engage wholeheartedly, 
unitedly, and courageously in combating the brutal 
Israeli oppressor in guerrilla warfare, under the 
leadership of Al Fatah, are the Palestinian people. 
Their reaction to the napalm bombings, strafings, 
evictions, summary executions, plundering, brutal- 
ity, imprisonment, desecrations, violations, and 
countless other crimes of fascist Israel in recent 
months has been this spontaneous people’s armed 
upsurge in defense of their dignity and their 
usurped rights. The movement Al Fatah is leading 
is the organized expression of this people’s libera- 
tion struggle whose counterparts are to be found 
throughout the world, wherever fascist and im- 
perialist aggression is being waged—in Viet-Nam, 
South Africa, Angola, Bolivia, or elsewhere. In 
occupied Palestine, as in these countries, the 
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humble, ordinary subjugated people are taking up 
arms in self-defense and for the eventual libera- 
tion of their homeland. 


Today, the Arab people of Palestine have decided 
to take their destiny into their own hands. Today, 
with arms and courage, they are restoring their 
own lost dignity. Tomorrow, following a long, 
tenacious struggle at the cost of many martyrs 
—a struggle which will undoubtedly have the sup- 
port of the entire Arab liberation movement and 
the progressive peoples of the world—they will 
restore their beloved homeland, Palestine. Al Fatah 
and the entire Palestinian people wholely believe 
in their just cause and their ultimate victory. And 
they also know that on the day the flag of Pales- 
tine is hoisted over their freed, democratic, peace- 
ful land, a new era will begin in which the Pales- 
tinian Jews will again live in harmony, side by 
side with the original owners of the land, the 
Palestinian Arabs. 


Chapter 7 
Al Fatah Commandos 


Teofilo Acosta 


Since the 1948 Middle East confrontation—with 
a sequel of more than 1 850 000 Palestinians ousted 
from their lands and homes—there have been sev- 
enty UN resolutions and hundreds of speeches 
condemning Israel, but all efforts to solve the 
problem through diplomacy have proved futile. 

In a forced exodus, approximately 500000 
Palestinians wound up in other parts of the world. 
And in the Middle East, prior to June 5, ap- 
proximately 1100000 had landed in Jordan 
(600 000 of them with refugee status), 400 000 
in Gaza, 100000 in Syria, 130000 in Lebanon, 
100 000 in Egypt, 10000 in Iraq, etc. 


Following events of the first fortnight of June 
this year, the ranks of expelled Palestinians have 
been swelled by 350000, while Israel has taken 
over important zones of Arab countries (primarily 
Egypt and Jordan, though Syria too was affected 
by the blitz), which it is already incorporating 
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into its economy. From this advantageous position, 
Israel, carrying out its role in world imperialist 
strategy, is demanding immense spoils of war. 


This correspondent had the opportunity to 
observe the sad truth of this situation during a 
trip through the UAR, Lebanon, Syria, and Jordan. 
Here is an eyewitness report: 


In Jordan I saw thousands of Palestinian and 
Jordanian families, bearing all their worldly pos- 
sessions on their heads, cross the half-demolished 
Allenby Bridge. They were crudely hurried on 
by Zionist soldiers stationed in the middle of the 
bridge, “where new Israeli territory: begins,” 
shouted one in correct English. 


In refugee camps hastily thrown up in the 
desert, I spoke with many of the new exiles. 1 
also spoke with Palestinian members of the armed 
forces of the Hashemite kingdom, with other 
Palestinians who are small tradesmen in various 
Middle East nations, and with members of politi- 
cal organizations, including leaders and fighting 
men of Al Assifa (Storm), military arm of Al 
Fatah (movement for the liberation of Palestine). 


Most of the refugees are anxious to go into 
battle. For nearly twenty years they have been 
receiving handouts from UNRWA, the UN 
agency for refugee relief, which claims to care 
for all alike but excludes many. They are tired 
of being a showcase of human misery, receiving 
compassion from the world, but nothing else! 
Some Palestinian residents of Cairo showed me 
statistics to the effect that 30% of the refugees 
in Gaza before last June’s war have been born 
since 1948; that is, an entire generation of Pal- 
estinians is entering the world in chains. Al Fatah 
leaders later confitmed these figures for me. 
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I met only a few skeptics, well-off financially, 
but even they could not be indifferent. Even the 
most vacilating feel the need to end a humiliating 
situation that has lasted for two decades; they find 
this, at the very least, a question of human dignity. 

There are various groups in the Palestinian 
movement. Besides Al Fatah and the Palestine 
Liberation Organization (PLO) there are smaller 
groups. Among these are the Mufti, which is 
basically of a religious character; the High Organ- 
ization of Arab Palestine, which was founded in 
1947 under the inspiration of the Arab League 
and the protection of Saudi Arabia; and the Na- 
tional Liberation Vanguard. 

These groups differ greatly in methods of strug- 
gle and in ideology; they require careful study. 
Underestimation of Israel’s real power, which is 
heightened by the evident imperialist backing it 
receives, and—above all—the mistaken belief that 
there can be a favorable coming to terms with 
imperialism or that international relations can be 
kept on an even keel through vaguely defined 
political positions, inevitably lead to defeat. 


Israel’s existence, whether one likes it or not, is 
a reality; a war of a racial character should not 
be waged, nor should the demand be to wipe it 
off the face of the map, for what this does is push 
the Israeli masses into a reactionary popular war 
directed, with no little skill, by imperialism—under 
the battle cry of the right to exist. 


The fight against Israel must be waged on the 
grounds that it is an aggressor state, a confirmed 
instrument of US imperialism in the Middle East, 
whose mission is to smash the progressive govern- 
ments of the zone, hold back the liberation strug- 
gle in Africa and Asia, and attain economic power 
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that will permit it to control the wealth of other 
nations for its own and US benefit. 


Al Fatah, whose storm commandos have won 
great prestige in recent years, puts bold princi- 
ples into action with daring and courage. Publica- 
tion of an interview with leaders of the organiza- 
tion at one of their secret comimando training 
camps will permit the readers of three continents 
to form their own opinion. 


Team Leadership 


To reach the secret camp I had first to go along 
paved roads and then stony paths, setting out from 
Damascus in a direction that cannot be revealed. 


A hundred meters from the camp the unmis- 
takable sound of gunfire could be heard. 

A young man in an olive-green uniform, who 
was on duty at the entrance, with martial air al- 
lowed us in. The military head of the unit, Abou 
Amar, advanced to meet us. I was taken to a 
small office, full of maps, rifles, and campaign 
uniforms. We sat on cots talking. The true names 
of those I spoke with cannot be revealed; their 
noms de guerre are used in this article. For mili- 
tary and organizational reasons, the commando 
leaders reject publicity of a personal nature. 


Bashiri, a political leader of the organization in 
Damascus, forthrightly explained its origins and 
objectives: 


Al Fatah is directed by a Central Committee and a Political 
Bureau. 


We do not have an individual leader, but rather team lea- 
dership. Of course, there are outstanding figures, but we 
do not want to say who they are. We began our activities 
on January 1, 1959, amid great difficulties, as only Algeria 
and Syria gave us aid. 
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We are fighting to give the cause of the. Palestinian people 
a revolutionary character. We believe it should assume the 
form of a war of national liberation. Life has shown that 
the sad scene of refugee camps, publicized throughout the 
world since 1948, solves nothing. Nineteen years of con- 
stant aggravation of the Palestinian problem stress the in- 
adequacies of the Palestine Liberation Organization, created 
in 1964. 


In 1964, at the initiative of President Nasser, the Arab 
States’ Summit Conference gave its support to the PLO to 
find a definitive solution for the problem of the Pales- 
tinian people. Since then, the PLO has tried to organize a 
Palestinian army of the classic type to pit against Israeli 
regular forces. But up to now it has been more than proved 
that battle between regular armies is not a suitable method 
for defeating Zionism in the Middle East. The correct 
method is to organize guerrilla warfare and commando action 
within the territory occupied by the enemy, in order to 
harass him continually, cut his communication lines, sabo- 
tage his industries, and force him to fight us on difficult 
terrain. 


What is the purpose of that struggle? 


To bring down the economic, political, and social system 
in Israel, to destroy her institutions through a war that will 
be long and bloody but sure to succeed. 


And what will you do when you have taken power: 


Our movement is not of a racist character. We are not 
motivated by racial hatred. We are not fighting the Jews as 
such. We are fighting against Israel as a Zionist state—at 
the service of US imperialism—that forcibly displaced our 
people from their lands and homes in 1948, and more re- 
cently, in June 1967. 

For this reason we have not proposed, as have other Arab 
leaders, to “drive the Jews into the sea.” Simply, once we 
have recovered control of the territories that belong to us, 
we will dismantle the Israeli state apparatus, award indem- 
nities to the affected Palestinians, send the invaders back 
to Europe or their countries of origin, and invite those 
Jewish citizens who have long been there to live together 
with us, if they so desire. 
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Bashiri was obviously moved as he spoke. He 
ran his right hand through his dark hair again and 
again, his fingers lost there as if helping to for- 
mulate his phrases. He continued: 


We know that this is not an easy undertaking but we refuse 
to regard it as impossible, as do the poor in spirit. Those 
who hold that point of view say that we are mad, that we 
are a group of adventurers. The eleven men who, together 
with Fide] Castro, started off in the isolation of the Sierra 
Maestra shortly after the Granma landing should be asked 
what they think about this. The heroic Vietnamese com- 
batants or the veterans of the Algerian war of liberation 
should be asked. Go back to the example of the Bolsheviks to 
determine whether or not we can attain our objectives. 
This is a question of application of an inviolable revolution- 
ary principle: faith in the power of the masses, organized 
and armed. Always it is a minority that initiates the battle 
and dies, if necessary; and we are that minority in the 
Middle-East. The masses, sick of UN resolutions and empty 
talk, will soon follow us. 


Organizations and Operations 


The man seated opposite me, stroking the butt 
of his submachine gun, expressed himself calmly 
and impressively. His 20m de guerre: Abou Amar. 
The hard lines of his face contrasted with his 
warm expression. When he took off his cap we 
could see that he was balding. His age: 40. Stamp- 
ing out his cigarette with a muddy boot, he said: 


There is no war without casualties, but it is better to die 
bringing down the enemy, knowing that final victory will 
be ours, than to await a slow, miserable death sitting in a 
tent in the desert. Almost two million Palestinians have 
suffered this humiliation, and now they are tired of waiting 
in vain. A new generation of Palestinians is making its 
appearance, and nothing has changed. For example, 30% 
of the refugees in Gaza before June 5 were born after 1948. 
How long can this situation last? Neither the inoperative 
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UN nor its highly touted agency for refugee rel'ef nor 
anyone other than we ourselves can solve the problem. The 
only road is people’s warfare, and we are going to fight. 
We are already fighting. In the course of combat we will 
demonstrate the correctness of our position: struggle in its 
highest form. 


How do you organize that struggle in practice? 


Since January 1959 we have carried out over a hundred 
actions within the territory occupied by Israel. Tel Aviv 
itself has recognized our effectiveness. In our press com- 
mun‘qués we have been objective and honest, as we were 
advised by Comandante Ernesto Che Guevara when we 
spoke with him in Algiers in 1965. 


Where are you operating now? 


In reality, we have had very little assistance, as Bashiri has 
already told you. Now, since the June reverse, some Arab 
friends have begun to open their eyes and give us facilities. 
If we had a strong movement within Israel, the history of the 
June events might have been different. Look, [and he spread 
a map on the cot] with forces located in different strategic 
spots of Israel, open to penetration through constant struggle, 
we could have hit hard at the economic zones of the Zionist 
state. Through sabotage actions we could have cut off their 
land communications, blocking their advance, but it wasn’t 
possible, 

At present we have forces on the west bank of the River 
Jordan, which is under Israeli occupation, and in the moun- 
tains of Galilee in northern Israel; and we intend to grow 
strong in the Negev, where we have some men. 


We carry out two kinds of actions: commandos infiltrate, 
perform their missions and then return to their bases. The 
guerrillas remain in their zones, move about, disguise them- 
selves and attack. Natural conditions are of the best. The 
hilly terrain is favorable to our operations. Not long ago we 
attacked an Israeli arsenal located in Akko, northern Israel, 
and also a textile factory in the area. Our primary needs 
are material aid in weapons and military training. Through 
action, we are proving the serious character of our move- 
ment. 
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In general, what do you think of the situation 
in the Middle East? 


That there can be no compromise or conciliation with the 
enemy. We must fight to the last man, showing the samo 
courage in battle as the Vietnamese patriots. Vacilating 
actions lead to defeat. The so-called Arab world is divided 
according to the political positions of the countries that 
form it. 

It is, then, utopian to fight for unity of the Arab world, 
unless it is unity based on close coordination of the peoples 
of all countries of the area and the progressive governments. 


That is our opinion on the matter. We even feel] it necessary 
to deepen the contradictions existing in the reactionary Arab 
countries so that the masses will upset the established order 
and take power. 


A Training Session 


Abou Amar then spoke to me about training: 
“We have secret camps for training our guer- 
rillas. There we adapt the experiences of other 
peoples to our specific conditions. As for the 
commandos....” He took my arm and asked me 
to follow him. Shots rang out on the training 
ground, and the young men doing their battle 
exercises cried out: “Commandos! Commandos!” 


With bared torsos, they entered a tunnel full 
of dirty water and swam to the exit, twenty meters 
away. The training officer called to them from 
outside to cover the distance more rapidly. When 
a man fell behind, the officer fired his machine 
gun rifle through slits in the tunnel walls that let 
him observe the exercise. 


Completely soaking, the men emerged. Running 
and shouting, they headed for a nearby slope which 
they climbed on a rope. Then they jumped to the 
ground. When they regained their balance, they 
kept on running, raising their knees to chest-level. 
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Then they went on to special horizontal ladders, 
crossing in different positions. 

The men then engaged in fierce hand-to-hand 
fighting, combining technique and aggressiveness. 
This was followed by practice in disarming the 
enemy quickly, using knives. 

After leaving the camp in a jeep, from afar 
I still seemed to hear the gunfire and the vigorous 
cries: ‘Commandos! Commandos!” 


Chapter 8 
The Palestinian Rebellion 


A. Zapata 


In a letter to Lord Rothschild, Foreign Minister 
of the British Government, dated November 2, 
1917, Lord Balfour wrote: “His.Majesty’s Govern- 
ment view with favour the establishment in Pal- 
estine of a national home for the Jewish people and 
will use their best endeavours to facilitate the 
achievement of this object....” Further on, he ad- 
ded: ‘“‘Nothing shall be done which may prejudice 
the civil and religious rights of existing non-Jewish 
communities in Palestine or the political rights and 
status enjoyed by Jews in any other country.” Lord 
Balfour, undeniably turned into the King of the 
Jews, thus reclaimed the kingdom of Judea, which 
was lost at the hands of the Babylonians of Iraq 
in the year 597 BC. Two years after the Balfour 
Declaration, the Zionists presented the High 
Council of the Paris Peace Conference with a 
memorandum requesting the inclusion of Trans- 
jordan, Mount Hermon, and the Lebanese Me- 
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ridian as part of Palestine. This Zionist aspiration 
was aimed at establishing the bases for the pretend- 
ed Eretz Israel, which supposes the extension of the 
so-called Jewish state as far as eastern Egypt, in- 
cluding Cairo itself. 

Nevertheless, in 1922 and 1939 the Government 
of Great Britain declared that turning Palestine 
into a Jewish state was not part of its policy. The 
Zionists opposed this declaration and began a large- 
scale terror campaign. It was precisely at this time 
that US imperialism began to play a more signi- 
ficant role by giving unlimited. support to Zionist 
projects through the Biltmore Program. 


In April 1947 Great Britain sent a note to the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations asking 
for the creation of a special commission to deal 
with the Palestine case. It was set up on Sep- 
tember 28 under the name of UNSCOP (the 
United Nations Special Committee on Palestine). 


Seven months later the maneuvers begun thirty 
years before with the Balfour Declaration came 
to an end. The imperialist forces obtained from 
UNSCOP the déclaration on November 29 of the 
division of Palestine into two states, one Arab and 
one Jewish. 

Human rights, the principles upheld by the 
United Nations, were openly contradicted by the 
UNSCOP declaration, which completely ignored 
the fact that the Palestinian Arabs made up 93% 
of the population, while the Jewish population 
occupied only 8% of the national territory and 
owned only 7% of the country’s wealth. Thus, 
international Zionism, in possession of 56% of the 
land in Palestine as a result of the generosity of 
the international agencies, mobilized itself quickly 
and turned what seemed to be a religious-racial 
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problem into a political-economic phenomenon, 
thus obtaining the immediate support of Zionist 
capital in more than 55 nations and the sending 
of considerable contingents of Zionist immigrants 
to increase and strengthen its might in divided 
Palestine. The creation of a well-equipped army 
with considerable numerical superiority over the 
military forces of the Palestinian Arabs was one 
of the first steps taken by the newborn state. In 
this way it forestalled such situations as the threat 
of the Arab forces at the very gates of Tel Aviv, 
in face of which the Zionists obtained the blessings 
of the United Nations, which decreed an imme- 
diate truce, so allowing them to organize their 
army and begin, starting in February 1948, the 
removal of the Palestinian Arabs and the partial 
occupation of the territory which had been in- 
tended for them. The Palestinian people’s land, 
their country, was taken from them. New “so- 
lutions” arose, and the territory from Jerusalem 
to the Jordan River became part of the Kingdom 
of Jordan, while the province of Gaza became part 
of Egypt. Almost 20 years later, during the six-day 
war, Israel once again attacked. This time it 
achieved the complete occupation of Palestinian 
territory. The borders “created” by Israel extended 
to the western bank of the Jordan and far beyond 
Gaza, with the complete occupation of the Sinai 
Peninsula. 


At present, nearly two million Palestinians are 
classified as “refugees.” Small numbers of them 
have succeeded in establishing themselves economi- 
cally and socially in some Arab countries, mainly 
Jordan, Syria, the United Arab Republic, and 
Algeria. Another very small proportion receives 
United Nations aid. Meanwhile, more than a 
million Palestinian refugees live in overcrowded 
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conditions in degrading camps, some in small tents 
exposed to the elements and the passage of time 
where human existence on a permanent basis is 
inconceivable but which they have nevertheless 
had to make into homes for their children, old 
people, and women; others live in still worse con- 
ditions, isolated from the rest, scattered through- 
out the mountains. Two rotten logs and a piece 
of cloth which does not keep out the rain, perched 
on desert rocks, has been turned into a home for 
some until their country is free. 


Forty-six thousand refugees live in the Baqaa 
camp in Jordan, just a few kilometers from 
Amman and across from a modern highway that 
reveals to the US, British, and European tourists 
and residents in Jordan the thousands of tents and 
incredible makeshift shelters that are an indispu- 
table denunciation of the brutality of imperialism. 
As one of the minor consequences of the six-day 
war, the number of refugees in this camp has in- 
creased. Before the June 1967 aggression, many 
of them lived alongside the Jews; they shared work, 
everyday needs, life itself. However, Zionism has 
not allowed them to continue to have a homeland; 
its expansionism expelled them to an uncertain 
life until the day when the arms of liberation will 
do them justice. 


The Vanguard Arises 


On January 1, 1954, in Gaza, under the greatest 
secrecy—because of the hostile position taken by 
some Arab governments of the period, who took 
it upon themselves to solve the Palestine problem 
while persecuting the Palestinians who wanted to 
fight for their country—an organization was 
created for struggle against imperialism and for the 
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regaining of freedom, land, and their homes: Al 
Fatah. 

At first, Al Fatah had to work slowly and cau- 
tiously in the shadows in order to take the first 
organizational steps and begin to acquaint the 
Palestinian people with the existence of a vanguard 
group capable of any sacrifice in the national lib- 
eration effort. 

Eleven years had to pass for the Palestinians to 
be able to organize themselves militarily and set 
off upon the road to the regaining of their rights, 
of the most fundamental of human rights: freedom. 
Thus, in 1965 the armed branch arose: the com- 
mandos. After eleven years, Al Fatah has succeeded 
in getting the world to recognize its right to de- 
velop the struggle of and for the Palestinian people, 
although it was not until after the new “Israeli 
occupation” which resulted from the June war 
that the commandos became daily news in the 
international press, thanks to their daring actions 
against a powerful army. 

Al Fatah has expressed its thanks for the revolu- 
tionary position of the Algerian Government and 
people and for that of the Syrian Government and 
people, for their effective support for the organi- 
zation in the most difficult moments it has had 
to face in its efforts to build a revolutionary ap- 
paratus capable of standing up to imperialism and 
Zionism. 


Organization and Objectives 


Al Fatah is a national liberation movement, as 
its name in Arabic identifies it. Its leaders, with 
rare exceptions, are not known; they all use as- 
sumed names and, even so, ask that these not be 
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published. Their way of living is thus completely 
underground. 

Al Fatah is led by an Executive Committee in 
charge of establishing the political and military 
strategy of the struggle. 

A National Congress composed of representatives 
of the largest concentrations of Palestinians in the 
different countries is responsible for taking the 
necessary orientations for the development’ of the 
liberation struggle to all Palestinians, no matter 
where they may reside. 

The Political Section is another branch of Al 
Fatah. Its organization reaches every single fighter, 
and it begins on the very first day of training. 
Its aim is to lead the fighters and the Palestinian 
people in general to a practical understanding of 
the struggle and of the problems of the world 
today, divided into two camps: the peoples, strug- 
gling for the freedom of the “wretched of the 
earth” against underdevelopment, ignorance, and 
hunger; and imperialism, with its criminal, op- 
pressive, and expansionist policies. 

Finally, the Al Assifa (Storm Commandos) 
represent the military force responsible for carry- 
ing out armed struggle within the. occupied terri- 
tory, supported by the militia, to expel the im- 
perial-Zionist troops. 


At a Command Post 


Our contact with Al Fatah had begun two days 
earlier, in an Arab city. There we met the first 
representatives of the Palestinian people. The 
underground networks of Al Fatah have achieved 
the creation of an organization capable of throw- 
ing back the enemy’s attempt at penetration. 
Everything is organized and dispersed. In one 
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house we were provided with some of the things 
necessary for the trip to the commando bases. 
In another we received clothing, while further 
on, now in mountains bare of vegetation, we once 
again made contact with the clandestine networks 
that—although far from the scene that has nothing 
to do with the normalcy of this city—act with 
the sarne vigilance and care that characterizes the 
entire military apparatus. 


Crowded into a small car, accompanied by a 
member of the Political Section, we began to leave 
behind the false peace which is so widely preached 
in today’s world and to draw closer to. war, the 
only road which really leads the peoples to the 
winning of their most inalienable right. The chill 
night air refreshed us after the stifling heat of 
the day. 

We arrived at a tent after making contact with 
the first fighters of the Front, wearing the camou- 
flage uniform that identifies the commandos and 
armed with automatic rifles. We were received 
by the guards of the camp. Inside the tent were 
an old. wooden table and some rough chairs; under 
a small gas lamp, a relatively young man wearing 
the olive-green uniform that symbolizes the liber- 
ation struggle of other peoples: Abou Amar, one 
of the small group that began to organize Al Fatah 
14 years ago in Gaza and is today one of the few 
leaders who is known to the public. 


Here there was no night rest: combatants, 
leaders, and other members of the underground 
networks were constantly arriving to consult, dis- 
cuss, receive guidelines or report. 

‘Warm greetings welcomed us: questions on the 
struggle in Bolivia and in all of Latin America 
and the situation in Cuba. were their first phrases, 
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demonstrating that these fighters have room in 
their hearts and minds for the struggles of other 
peoples. 

From time to time we were able to speak with 
Abou Amar, taking him away from his varied 
and complex responsibilities. He explained: 


This is not a command post. We use this place for meet- 
ings and some matters of political organization and leader- 
ship. The command is there in the same base where the 
commandos operate. I can’t accompany you now, but they 
are going to take you to see for yourselves the truth of 
our struggle. 


Abou Amar is one of those men who does not 
hesitate in speaking. The flow of his words, the 
firmness of his opinions, and the serious tone of 
his voice show his ideological formation, his control 
of the situation, his security in the struggle, and 
his confidence in the strength of the people. 

We offered him our impressions and told him 
of our desire to get to know the truth of the 
“Palestine problem”; we spoke to him of the lies 
with which the corrupt press of the capitalist coun- 
tries tries to give the world a false picture of the 
objectives pursued by the Palestinian people. Abou 
Amar commented: 

It is true that imperialism has tried to confuse world public 
opinion; it has even found spokesmen who try to present 
the struggle as one of Israel, a small people of two million 
Jews, threatened with extermination by 100 million Arabs. 
We have not taken up arms to force two millions Jews into 
the sea or to wage a religious or racial war. The Jews lived 
alongside the Arabs, including the Palestinians, for many 
years, and we have never proposed to expel the Jews from 
Palestine. We are carrying the war forward to expel from 
cur country a military occupation force set up by inter- 
national imperialism and led by the US Government, British 
imperialism, and international Zionism—which served as the 
instrument for carrying out imperialist policy in the creation 
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of Israel. We are showing that, in reality, the struggle is 
being waged between an imperialist army of occupation 
(which has the full support of the most powerful capitalist 
governments) and a handful of Palestinian patriots who, 
with their commando actions, keep army checkmated. 
Our struggle is for Palestine, for the Arab people, for the 
world. We are a national liberation movement which is 
struggling just like the fighters of Viet-Nam, Bolivia, or any 
other people of the world. The enemy has a concentration 
of 25 000 soldiers along 110 kilometers of the border that 
it has forced upon us and, in addition, uses the most advanced 
techniques: electronic circuits that detect the presence of 
any person crossing its positions, soldiers lying in ambush 
with rifles equipped with infrared sights and reflectors, mined 
fields, and other modern techniques. However, all these 
resources cannot contain the daily actions of the commandos. 
The enemy has claimed that it has 1600 prisoners. We can 
say that there are some 150 Al Fatah men who have been 
arrested or wounded in combat in the occupied zones; at 
least half of the rest are completely innocent. We have 
lost many men in this war, but, in the type of action that 
we must carry out, we cannot hope to avoid considerable 
Joss of life. It is necessary to die many times to obtain 


freedom. 


While we were talking with Abou Amar, a 
commando officer arrived to turn in a report. He 
was accompanied by a small fighter not yet 17 
years old, from whose shoulder was slung the 
well-known AK-10 rifle which has struck so many 
times the soldiers in the service of imperialism 
and its puppets in Asia, Africa, and Latin America, 
with the liberating bullets of the peoples. 


Abou Amar, pointing towards the young 
fighter, said: 
Your Revolution, Castro, and Che are very familiar to our 
fighters. You will be able to see that there are many 
who have let their beards grow in honor of the Sierra 
Macstra fighters, including some who have adopted Castro’s 
name, like this boy. 
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We conversed briefly with young Castro, and 
he explained: 
They call me Castro because when I was in the commando 
training school Captain Moujahid (a member of the Execu- 
tive Committee of Al Fatah, and head of a section of Al 
Assifa, who died in a commando action inside occupied 
territory.) told us one day in class that he wanted us to 
be like Castro. 


We got ready to take leave of Abou Amar. We 
were to make a short tour of some zones where 
the commandos’ secret bases are located and then 
rest for what remained of the night. 

The small Castro said goodbye and followed the 
officer; he was going toward danger, toward the 
enemy he was to face shortly after. _ 

“You are already beginning to be like Fidel,” 
we told him as he left. 

Before we left, Abou Amar broke off a dis- 
cussion to tell us: 


We have many problems. Our movement is maintained fun- 
damentally thanks to the voluntary contributions of the 
Palestinian people: that is the basic source of our finances, 
and we are glad this is the case. We maintain absolute in- 
dependence; we do not belong to any political party, nor 
do we depend on any government. But every day we must 
turn down dozens of young Palestinians who want to join 
the commandos: each new fighter represents uniforms, 
weapons, shoes, food—in a word, there are many problems 
to solve, in addition, each new member is analyzed in depth. 
The enemy tries to penetrate our organization. We must 
be very careful about this, and the day we discover someone 
sent by the enemy he will be punished in the only way 
possible for those who betray a people’s struggle. 


We left Abou Amar behind. His words and 
revolutionary convictions had penetrated deeply, 
and we began to find that some of the doubts that 
had assailed us just a few hours before had also 
been left behind. What we were to see later, 
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during our tour, would provide us with the neces- 
sary elements for sketching the realities of the 
struggle of the Palestinian people against Israel as 
an. integral part of the liberation struggle of the 
oppressed peoples in the world. Once again we 
saw how, in order to achieve peace and happiness, 
the peoples are obliged to wage war against impe- 
rialism. How here, on this combat front, the 
Palestinian people are offering their support, 
making their contribution, and are already creating 
one of those Viet-Nams referred to by the unfor- 
gettable Heroic Guerrilla. For the Al Fatah fight- 
ers, young men who not only fight with weapons 
but who first learn why. they fight and why they 
die, there is no other language in the face of the 
enemy than that of armed struggle. For those who 
struggle, there is no possibility of victorious Allon 
Plans or negotiations of any kind that do not. lead. 
to the total and definitive liberation of the Pales- 
tinian people. 

In the early hours of the morning we conversed 
with the director of the recently-built hospital 
where we were to spend the rest of the night. He 
explained: 

We completed this hospital just three weeks ago for giving 
basic care to the combatants. In the actions which because 
of their nature can cause us many casualties, a doctor 
accompanies the fighters to the point nearest the action. 
In any case, there is always a doctor near the scene of the 
fighting to give first aid to the wounded and later move 
them to the hospital. Now there are just a few doctors, 
but in the next few weeks doctors will come from Algeria, 
Syria, and other Arab countries to work as volunteers with us. 


The director rof the hospital is a young man, 
expressive, with an affable personality, broad 
knowledge, and an interest in international affairs. 
Along with Abou Amar, he is one of those who 
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founded Al Fatah 14 years ago. We asked him 
about the development of the struggle and its dif- 
ficulties, and he told us: 

Our movement must face many difficulties. It differs 
greatly from the national liberation movements of Latin 
America in some aspects, and from all the other national 
liberation movements in others. For cxample, we cannot 
count on the support of workers, peasants, or any group 
of people whatsoever in Israel; they have all declared them- 
selves to be our enemies, although our struggle is against 
imperialism and for the liberation of our country. Another 
aspect is the terrain. As there are no mountains or wooded 
plains, we must carry out commando actions in zones com- 
pletely lacking in vegetation; this is why we have not been 
able to make better use of the revolutionary experiences of 
other peoples. We must create our own methods, our own 
tactics, constantly. 


The political precision with which the revolu- 
tionary doctor handled the topics discussed allowed 
us to appreciate at the same time how some of the 
Al Fatah leaders have already established in their 
thinking the fundamental importance of the de- 
velopment of armed struggle as the only truly 
objective way to attain their just goals. It is 
evident that discussions, meetings, and conferences 
are useless if they are not imbued with the con- 
viction and sole aim of coordination and unity 
for the armed struggle, and equally evident is the 
danger of losing sight of what is basic and primor- 
dial when personal interests that are not genuinely 
part of the revolution are allowed to predominate. 
We left the hospital with these thoughts and moved 
on, accompanied by a few commandos, to Al 
Assifa’s bases of operations. 


Speaking with Al Assifa 


While we rode in the commandos’ jeep, we 
mentally reviewed our impressions and the ideas 
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formulated on the bases of operations: the fighters, 
their families, their human problems in general, 
the difficulties and prospects of their struggle, and 
their need of support from the revolutionaries of 
the world. On stopping, we were shaken from 
our meditations by the hospitable and fraternal 
embrace of the commander-in-chief of this zone 
of operations of the commandos, at one of whose 
bases we had just arrived. 

Once again, in the formalities of greetings, in 
the exchange of the first words, we noted the 
knowledge and interest of these patriots in the 
struggle of the Cuban people against US impe- 
rialism, and of the national liberation movements 
of Latin America. 

When informed of the subject of our visit, 
Major Shuyaa said: 

You must publish just what you see, your own impressions. 
We don’t want people to think that we want to make known 
what we do, our organization, and the development of the 
struggle only from our point of view. You must hear our 
opinions, see and ask about what you’re interested in, and 
then come to your own conclusions. The only thing we 
ask is that you don’t publish pictures of the fighters, of the 


places where we are, or our names, although all of us use 
assumed names. 


Major Shuyaa (the name we have given him). 
is a young man. His life as a revolutionary began 
many years ago. Twice imprisoned in an Arab 
country which opposed the struggle of the Pales- 
tinian people, he was 2 member of the military 
and after the June war joined the commandos. 
Today he is chief of a zone of operations. His 
manner is jovial; his speech, rapid; his move- 
ments, precise and fast, especially while driving. 
He seems full of nervous energy, with proved 
bravery and a sense of responsibility. 
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We left with him and, after a few hours, arrived 
at the hamlet of Kerameh, opposite the Jordan 
River and Valley, on the “border” of the zone 
occupied by Israel. We walked along the main 
street; Kerameh was deserted, its entire population 
having been forced to leave 2 few months before. 
On the main street not a house was standing; 
everything had been destroyed. 


Desolation and death were reflected every- 
where. 


Major Shuyaa narrated what took place in 
Kerameh last March 21: 


We knew several days before that the Israelis were going 
to attack us. They are never able to carry out an action 
against us without our finding out about it in advance 
and preparing for it. Thus, before the attack, we had 
taken up key positions to throw back the new Zionist ag- 
gression: This hamlet is part of Jordanian territory, but 
we decided to. defend it, and we brought the commandos 
from their bases of operations and concentrated a force of 
about 100 men here. All those who came did so as vol- 
unteers, We were not able to concentrate more men for 
fear of weakening our positions in the occupied territory. 
At five in the morning, Israeli tanks and jeeps preceded 
the advance of the infantry across the Damiya and Allenby 
Bridges in an operation against Kerameh, while on the bank of 
the Jordan, outside the territory occupied in June, the Israeli 
paratroops came down and advanced toward the small 
hamlet. To the east, in the mountains, another group of 
paratroops was dropped to complete the encirclement. Our 
commandos had occupied positions in the inner streets of 
Kerameh and to the east and west of the village, foreseeing 
the enemy encirclement. From the first moment, the Israeli 
troops suffered the consequences of their tactical failure, 
and the paratroop brigade that was dropped in the foothills 
of the mountains to the east of Kerameh was completely 
wiped out by the commandos. The tanks had taken up 
positions just before the entrance to the village, and from 
there they began to fire indisctiminately against the flimsy 
houses, most of them made of baked clay, occupied by the 
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Jordanian population of Kerameh. The tanks did not at 
any time leave the main street: they were afraid of the 
commandos, who, hidden in the side. streets, rained steady 
bazooka fire at them. From all over, our fighters used theit 
iutomatic rifles against the Zionist infantry. In the face 
of this situation, a brigade of amphibious tanks crossed the 
river between the Allenby and Damiya Bridges, while a 
brigade of light tanks crossed the latter in order to re- 
inforce the aggressor troops. It was then that the artillery 
of the Jordanian Army, made up of a large portion of 
Palestinians, began to support our action, thus defending 
their country’s soil, which was once again being invaded. 
The amphibious and light tanks were forced to retreat, and 
many of them were. destroyed before they were able to 
cross the river again and enter occupied territory. 

After more than 12 hours of fighting, the Israelis with- 
drew; a truce was declared so they could remove their dead 
and wounded. Fifteen tanks had been totally destroyed, 
and more than 75 Zionist troops were killed. Twenty-five 
Al Assifa fighters died in this action, and three were captured 
by the enemy. What you see here today is the result of 
that aggression. 

We consider the Kerameh action to be one of prime im- 
portance, but our tactics do not include this type of opera- 
tions against the enemy. 

We will continue to launch swift surprise attacks. Before 
the enemy can recover from one attack, we will begin 
another: he will never know when or where we will strike 
next. We will continue this war of attrition, and our at- 
tacks on enemy positions will be greater and more frequent 
as our territory expands. 


We left Kerameh, and, after a long journey, 
arrived at Major Shuyaa’s commando base. Ke- 
rameh is a living demonstration of the type of war- 
fare being waged by the people of Palestine, of 
the reality of the so-called Middle East crisis. It 
shows who is directly suffering from the con- 
sequences of this crisis; it gives the lie to the United 
Nations cease-tire “agreement.” Palestinian com- 
batants, the former inhabitants of Kerameh, 
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seemed to be excluded from the terms of this 
“agreement”—at least, this is the way the Israelis 
saw it. Here it was plain to see that the war is 
being waged by a handful of courageous, poorly 
armed Palestinians, struggling not only for their 
country but also—and at the cost of their lives 
—for the land and liberty of their Jordanian 
brothers. And in this struggle they must fight 
an army with a high combative capacity, tanks, 
helicopters, cannons, and an incalculable numer- 
ical superiority. 

In the base, almost at dark, we joined a group 
of commandos seated on the sandy earth and talked 
with them while we ate. An officer told us: 
“This is not the food we eat; this is special, for 
guests...” There are several plates on the ground 
around the rocks. In one there is a ration of 
canned meat; in another, a tomato salad; in 
another, a spread made of mashed beans, flour, and 
oil—and in small amounts, but with plenty of 
homemade bread. This was the gala fare offered 
us by these men of steel. We ate and felt deeply 
grateful for this homage, although we wanted to 
share their normal food with them, which is much 
scantier and simpler, barely enough for them to 
recover the strength lost in each mission, in each 
day of dangerous and heroic feats. 

One of the officers, wanting to satisfy our 
curiosity about their activities, told us: 

Last May 24 a group of five commandos was given the 
mission of destroying an Israeli paratroop base in Jericho. 
Before the operation could begin, the group was discovered. 
Nevertheless, even though the Israelis began shooting and 
the base was heavily protected, the commandos managed 
to carry out the mission successfully and destroyed the Is- 
raeli base. Four of the group were killed and had to be 


left behind in occupied territory. Only one returned to 
the base alive: me. 
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The next day, while we were eating lunch, a 
group returned to the base fresh from an opera- 
tion carried out in broad daylight. Its leader 
told us: 

We wiped out a tank and several Israeli soldiers. This 1s 
just one more of the many missions we have carried out. 
Sometimes we have to attack in broad daylight, depending 
on the objective. Sometimes these actions result in heavy 
casualties, but other times—like today—the casualties are 
all on the enemy side. 

Don’t mention my name in your report; Wwe are against 
personal propaganda. 


We spent the day talking with the commandos, 
getting to know these men who, with their own 
life’s blood, are writing indelible pages in the his- 
tory of the Palestinian people. Late that night we 
again saw the chief of the daylight operation 
which had been carried out a few hours before. 
He was talking to Shuyaa. There was a lot of 
movement in the base; some fifteen men were 
getting ready, all armed with AK rifles and 
bazookas. Although they spoke in Arabic, we 
could understand that the chief of the recent 
operation was trying to get Shuyaa’s authoriza- 
tion to lead the new mission. Finally, Shuyaa 
yielded. The other man left and, with a big smile, 
told us: “You'll find out what we’re going to 
do; within a few hours I’ll tell you all about it.” 

The commandos who were going to participate 
in the action are no more than twenty years old. 
Their youthful faces are hardened by daily combat. 
They’re real men, forged in the heat of battle. 
They’re men of steel who make revolutions, and 
they go to face death with the security that if 
they die they'll die fighting for the liberation of 
their country. 
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While we waited for the group to return, 
Shuyaa told us stories of the feats of the com- 
mandos. He told us how important it is for the 
peoples of the world to understand the justice of 
their struggle, and asked us to publicize this truth 
in Latin America, among the revolutionaries who, 
like those of Al Fatah, fight in the mountains of 
Bolivia, Venezuela, Colombia, or Guatemala 
against imperialism and its puppets: 


Between Jordanian territory and the Israeli-occupied zone, 
on the road to Jericho, there is a bridge called Allenby or 
King Hussein Bridge. On this bridge Israel established its 
“occupation frontier,” with tanks, mortars, and_ soldiers. 
There are many Jordanians who have their families there: 
some even work on the occupied side. It is the Berlin of 
the Middle East. The Israeli occupiers give them permission 
to cross the bridge to Jericho and Jerusalem, sometimes for 
a few hours, sometimes for a few days. At other times, 
when they fear some action, they close off the bridge. On 
Fridays, they only permit people to cross until noon. At 
five minutes past noon on Friday, June 21, a car with 
five men tried to cross the bridge from occupied territory. 
Two Israeli soldiers stopped the car; suddenly three men 
jumped out of it and, while the car took off, opened fire 
with machine guns on the Israeli soldiers. A large group 
of soldiers came from the sentry building to reinforce their 
position. Seven soldiers were killed and two wounded, while 
the three commandos got away, covering their retreat. 
Imagine the surprise of the Israelis! It took them 35 minutes 
to recover and begin to shoot indiscriminately with their 
artillery to Jordanian territory. 


We asked about the activities of the commandos 
inside the occupied cities. Major Shuyaa told us: 


The commandos operate inside occupied territory. Israeli 
troops cannot control the internal resistance of the Pales- 
tinians. [his is why they commit so many crimes and 
forcibly expel thousands of Palestinians and Jordanians, daily 
from the newly occupied territories. Some months ago—on 
June 28, to be exact—a group of Al Assifa, under the 
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leadership of Fathi Jousef Barakat, a 19-year-old Pales- 
tinian, was ordered to execute the Israeli military com- 
mander of the occupied city of Jericho. The group carried 
out its mission successfully, but our Jousef was killed in 
the attack. He was well liked by all of us; that’s why you 
see so many men with his picture. 


It was dawn. The commando group returned. 
Its leader told Shuyaa that the mission was un- 
successful. Later he explained: 


Sometimes we must face many problems created by those 
who don’t want to make war, those who are in favor of 
concessions, those who not only do not aid the Palestinians 
in their struggle, but also refuse to defend the interests and 
freedom of their own people. I couldn’t carry out the mis- 
sion tonight. If we only had to fight against the Israelis! 
We still have to wage other battles, but I can assure you 
that, in spite of the problems that exist and those created 
by other peoples, as long as one fighter in our commandos 
remains alive, there will be no peace until we win full 
freedom for the country, even if we have to struggle against 
those who sell out to the imperialists. 


A Dose of Internationalism 


Young, dark, with a thick beard almost cover- 
ing his face, he wears the battle tunic of the com- 
mandos, an automatic rifle slung over his shoulder. 
His whereabouts were a mystery for months. 
Today, the man who dresses, speaks, and fights as 
a true revolutionary commando is being sought 
by the entire Arab world. His wife and family 
insistently ask for news of his whereabouts. A 
journalist from a Lebanese magazine recognized 
him and published his picture, thus giving away 
the secret. This commando was the leader of the 
Kuwait troops in Sinai during the June war. The 
Emir Fahed Al-Ahmad Assabah, brother of Ku- 
wait’s Prime Minister and Minister of Foreign 
Relations, at the end of the war he left his family, 
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wealth, and comforts in the petroleum country 
and took up life as one more fighter in the guer- 
rilla troops of Al Assifa in a gesture of true in- 
ternationalism. He told us: 


I have come here to fulfill my duty, the duty that every 
Arab should fulfill because you have seen and heard how 
the Zionist soldiers have occupied our country and killed 
our women, children, and old people, or have forced them 
to leave their country and take refuge in the mountains, 
where there are moze than one million living today. I am 
dutybound to fight on the side of these people. When } 
fight against the Israelis I am experiencing what they can- 
not feel. We are fighting for our country, while they fight 
for nothing—only for money. That is why, when we do 
battle with them, when they see us, they always run away. 
When they face ten of us, they immediately call out their 
tanks and airplanes. They use everything they have against 
us. They are afraid of us. When we fire only one bullet, 
they fire hundreds blindly, at nothing, and keep on firing 
for half an hour or an hour—at nothing. I want to send 
a message to all the peoples struggling like us so that they 
may know that we are fighting, too. 


Speaking with the Militiamen 


Far from the direct scene of this liberation war, 
after crossing a complex chain of mountains, we 
arrived at a small plateau. Down the side of a 
mountain, from a small cave, in answer to the 
sound of a shot fired in the air, came hundreds of 
men, some of them practically children: they are 
the militiamen of Al Assifa who are receiving 
political and military training. 

The leader of this improvised camp is an officer 
of Al Fatah’s Political Section. After the customary 
ereeting of fraternity and solidarity in the anti- 
imperialist struggle of our two peoples, he told us: 
Al Assifa is organizing militias of workers, peasants, profes- 
sionals, and a large majority of young students, who are 
trained on their days off from work or study. 
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These men use their free time to join us and receive com- 
mando training; they learn how to encage in sabotage and 
harass the enemy in the cities and towns of occupied 
territory. As we see it, we must organize and develop 
resistance, the struggle against the occupiers, against 
imperialism, whose principal leader is the United States of 
America. The most important thing for us is to go back 
to Palestine, to obtain our freedom, to return their land 
and their homes to all our people. In order to be 2 member 
of AJ Fatah, the important thing is not that one is a militant 
of the left, center, or any other faction. What we demand 
is that the people who want to fight at our side understand 
the role of imperialism, understand that imperialism tries 
to Palestine, to obtain our freedom, to return their land 
considers us subhuman beings, objects dispersed throughout 
the world. Our principal watchword is to struggle for the 
liberation of Palestine, but we are also part of the national 
liberation struggle of the entire world, and we fight together 
with Viet-Nam, Cuba, and China to win our freedom. This 
is why we study not only the struggle in Palestine, but 
also the revolutionary experiences in other parts of the 
world. 


The future commandos of Al Fatah took. leave 
of us with heartfelt shouts of “Long live Pales- 
tine!” and “Long live Cuba!” Among them are 
the young and the old who for the moment can- 
not join the commandos because of the organiza- 
tion’s difficulties. As Abou Amar told us, they 
use their days off—Fridays in Palestine—giving 
up their free time with their families, their rec- 
reation, and use this precious time every week 
to train themselves not only in the handling ’of 
weapons, but in something much more important 
for revolutionaries: why arms have to be used, and 
against whom and for what purpose. From our 
conversations with these militiamen we arrived at 
the conclusion that these three questions have 
been fully answered in their minds and that their 
firm, objective understanding of the organization’s 
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strategy, to which they adhere as a way of joining 
the struggle, qualifies and confirms them as gen- 
uine revolutionary commandos. Men such as 
these are the beginnings of a popular army. 


In the Training Camps 


Once again, we encountered new things and 
new ideas. The doubts that we had expressed to 
Abou Amar days before were being dissipated. We 
were getting a comprehensive picture of the sit- 
uation convulsing this part of the world. 


The camp is located in a small, semiforested 
zone surrounded by a complex mountainous sys- 
tem which contrasts sharply with the verdure 
surrounding the small tents. The first impression 
we had was the repeated incidence of young com- 
mandos. We found out that 90% of the men in 
this camp are no more than 18 years old. Our host 
from the Political Section spoke to us about the 
problems of the struggle, about how long it. will 
take, and, hence, about the pressing need for Pal- 
estinian youth to assume responsibility for the 
future. 

The young men. in training are divided into 
small groups, each of which is trained in a dif- 
ferent field. Some learn hand-to-hand combat, 
half of them attacking with knives, and their 
partners disarming them with astounding ease. 
Others carefully study how to handle antiaircraft 
machine guns; still others learn the technique. of 
firing bazookas; while, in another place, we come 
on what looks like a gigantic gym class—in which, 
one after another, the men do different balancing 
and other physical exercises. A detailed descrip- 
tion of the difficult and complex exercises we. saw 
would be of great interest, but we know that the 
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enemy would like to receive this information. 
Each of these movements is accompanied by loud, 
hair-raising battle cries, as if the commandos were 
asking the wind to carry the rebelliousness of their 
hearts to the ears of those whom they will fight. 


The head of the camp told us: 


Here we teach the Palestinians not only to fight the enemy 
with weapons, but also to appreciate the objective of our 
struggle. We have to train ourselves in commando tech- 
niques, ranging from hand-to-hand combat to the handling 
of all the types of arms our organization has. The first 
phase of training here in this camp is very short: the com- 
mando receives basic training to familiarize himself with 
the war. The second phase is combat itself, as the best 
training is actual combat against the enemy. All our in- 
structors are Palestinians, and all, before coming here- to 
instruct the new recruits, have had combat experience. We 
believe that you cannot teach anyone how to act in combat 
if you haven’t experienced it yourself. The youngsters you 
see in civilian clothes—you asked what they were doing 
in the camp—are candidates for our next commando train- 
ing course. They come here on their days off as a way 
of persuading us to let them begin training earlier. They 
spend all their free time with us. We can’t admit and 
train all those who claim their right to fight for the libera- 
tion of our country; we try to make them understand that 
they have to wait but that they will be admitted soon. 


The head of the camp calls the men into forma- 
tion, and they begin to sing their battle hymn in 
chorus. This ends with repeated shouts of ‘Long 
live the liberty of Palestine! Long live the liberty 
of Palestine!” 


Children Today: Commandos Tomorrow 


We came to the last stage of our journey. We 
had been told about the Al Fatah’s youth camp. 
We had thought it would be something like a 
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primary school, where the students received a 
basic education, perhaps up to junior high school 
level, and at the same time worked and practiced 
sports and other activities suitable for a youth 
camp. Therefore, we were tremendously surprised 
and impressed when we found out that this was 
a politico-military training camp for children 
between the ages of eight and fourteen. All wore 
uniforms of two colors with neckerchiefs. The 
camp is in a sandy area, without vegetation, and 
consists of a small building and a few compact air 
raid shelters. 


At the camp entrance we were received by an 
eight-year-old sentry, standing at perfect military 
attention, presenting his PPC submachine gun. 


These future combatants, in military formation, 
welcomed us with shouts. Then they introduced 
the head. of the juvenile brigade: 

Name: Halim. 

Military rank: Lieutenant. 

Age: Ten years. 


Authorized by Lieutenant Halim, we broke their 
military formation and joined the group of our 
young friends, who, like the men in the training 
camp we had just visited, are also being trained 
in hand-to-hand combat, the handling of auto- 
matic weapons, physical exercises, and political 
preparation. Seated in a circle with them, we 
began a conversation: 


Is your family here, Halim?” 

“Yes, we live in the refugee camp.” 

“What do you think of living in a refugee 
camp?” 

“That Israel, the United States, and the British 
are to blame for having expelled us and making 
us live like that.” 
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Is that why you're training to take up arms 
to fight against Israel and the imperialists?” 

“Right. We have to win Palestine’s freedom.” 

“Do you know that a man can die fighting 
for freedom?” 

“We're not afraid of dying. It’s better to die 
in honor than ‘to be slaves of imperialism and 
colonialism.” 

How’s the discipline in camp?” 

“Very good.” 

“Wall you be good soldiers?” 

“Certainly.” 

‘Not soldiers of a professional army, but soldiers 
of the people’s army of Palestine?” 

“Right.” 

That’s good. Study hard here and train well. In 
the near future, when you're a little older, do you 
want to go to battle?” 

“Of course.” 

“Did you live in Kerameh?” 

“No, but Mohammed did.” 

‘Mohammed, were you in Kerameh during the 
fighting?” 

“Yes.” 

“How old are you?” 

“Twelve.” 

“What happened in Kerameh?” 

“The fedayeen stayed with us and repulsed the 
enemy, who had to leave behind many tanks and 
lost many soldiers. I left Kerameh—not to escape, 
but to clear the way for the fedayeen, so they 
could do a good job there.” 

“What other things do you remember about 
that day?” 

“Ugly things.” 
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You mean that you remember the imperialist 
aggression against your people as something hor- 
rible?” 

“Yes” 

A small group of youngsters was receiving clas- 
ses in a place somewhat removed from the center 
of the camp. We went there and talked to the head 
of the group. 

‘How old are you?” 

“Fight.” | 

‘May we speak with your men?” 

“Of course.” 

“What are you learning here?” 

“Fiow to handle arms.” 

What kind of arms?” 

‘Tokaref.” 

What's that one?” 

“A PPC.” 

"Do you know how to use it?” 

Ves,” 

“Then, youre ready to fight the enemy?” 

“Of course.” 

‘Do you know how to shoot?” 

“Only the older boys shoot.” 

‘And you, how old are you?” 

Thirteen.” 

‘Do you know how to use this weapon?” 

“Yes, It’s an automatic weapon, and I know 
how to fire it.” oo 

Can you show me how to use this rifle?” 

“Of course.” 


With great skill he went through all the opera- 
tions of shooting, taking the rifle apart, and put- 
ting it together again. The operation presented 
him with some problems: he was very small for 
such a big rifle. 
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Prospects for the Struggle 


We came to the end of our journey in search 
of a real understanding of the core of the complex 
Middle East situation. Our short stay with Al 
Fatah taught us about the basic features of this 
long, heroic struggle, in which the Palestinians are 
finding their greatest difficulties—and will con- 
tinue to find them—not in direct combat against 
the Israeli Army (this is only the normal result 
of their national liberation struggle), not against 
the Jewish nation, but against Zionism and im- 
perialism. 


In his book US Imperialism, Victor Perlo points 
out: 
The Israeli border areas are scenes of frequent border incidents, 
and the country is being economically boycotted by the 
Arab states. With Israel] governed by capitalist elements 
that do not respect the national rights of neighboring coun- 
tries governed by feudal elements that thrive on anti- 
Semitic provocations, war is an ever-present threat. The 
game being played by the new masters of Palestine calls for 
the aggravation of national antagonisms among the peoples 
of the Middle East. The principal feature of US foreign 
policy is its alliance with the feudal and profeudal govern- 
ments of this region against the people. The governments 
of such reactionary monarchs as Ibn-Saud and Abdullall 
cannot be maintained without a safety valve and chauvin- 
ist provocations to deceive the people about who their real 
enemies are. 


Today the Middle East as described by Perlo has 
changed. The Arab world of today is not a world 
governed by kings, sultans, or emirs; it is a world 
in which revolutionary ideas are fast taking hold. 
It. is the world of the heroic example of the Al- 
gerian war against French colonialism, of the war 
of Yemeni patriots against British colonialism, the 
world of a United Arab Republic with its revolu- 
tionary plans; the world of the Algerian and 
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Syrian revolutions. True, feudalism still exists, but 
the Arab peoples have already learned how to 
rebel against exploitation and serfdom, and this 
knowledge is being deeply taken to heart. The 
people of Palestine are fully aware that, in their 
struggle for the freedom of their country, they 
must face not only Zionist elements but also im- 
perialism, the “creator” of Israel, and those Arab 
governments that, while loudly calling for strug- 
gle against Israel in order to stimulate chauvinist 
ideas, permit the riches of their countries and their 
peoples to be exploited by that very same impe- 
rialism which they slavishly serve. It is the gov- 
ernments of Hussein and Faisal, for example, 
that stage theatrical scenes of diplomacy and war 
against Israel while, at the same time, directly 
obstructing the national liberation struggle of the 
people of Palestine and thus contributing to 
Zionist occupation. 


The defeat in the June war has taught the Arab 
peoples what the only language understood by 
their enemies is. The farce of the cease-fire order 
is one more lesson, painfully learned by the Arab 
peoples inhabiting Kerameh, Shaunya, Salt, Port 
Said, Suez, and other territories where these agree- 
ments are being constantly violated. 


Al Fatah has created its vanguard, but the most 
important thing is that it is creating a new gen- 
eration for the future capable of fighting until 
the last man. This is the greatest revolutionary 
value of the strategy of this national liberation 
movement. The words “truce” or “surrender” 
and the Allon Plans will be taboo for these boys, 
these young men who are now learning how to 
fight and who actually do fight. The only Jan- 
guage they understand and will understand is the 
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language of war that will bring them a definitive 
peace, the only genuine peace, the peace that 
brings happiness to man: that which is forged by 
revolution. 


Chapter 9 
Voices of Rebellion 


Passer Anafat (Commander of Al Fatah) 


Our people have been waging a fierce battle for 
more than fifty years. Our struggle was against 
Zionist settlement, first adopted and supported 
by British colonization and then by international 
imperialism headed by the United States. In 1948, 
the majority of our people were uprooted and 
forced into refugee camps. The Palestine lib+ 
eration movement began among these refugees in 
the late fifties. At last we carried out our first 
military operation precisely in the first hour of 
1965. Since then we have continued our struggle 
in action and will continue it until our entire 
homeland has been liberated. 

After having been expelled from its land and 
tortured, the Palestinian people expected justice 
from the whole world, represented in the United 
Nations, but nothing happened. So they have no 
other alternative but to fight to regain their 
homeland. 
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The UN charter gives all peoples the right to 
self-determination. Not only are we deprived. of 
this right, but of our country itself. So every 
Palestinian, wherever he is, is a victim of the same 
injustice practiced against him. This feeling was 
the common motive for all Palestinians to regain 
their identity, their nationality, and their homeland 
through armed struggle. Since we are facing an 
enemy supported by imperialist funds and tech- 
nical achievemerits, we have chosen long-term war 
as the strategy for our struggle. Through this long 
war all our people can participate, since they have 
nothing to lose but their tents and their misery. 
As. for the enemy, the importance of this strategy 
is to eliminate the gap in his army between relax- 
ation and readiness. In this we have had consider- 
able success. This leads to enemy exhaustion 
through continuous operations, whether by attack- 
ing military and industrial targets or by destroying 
shipping lines wherever they are. Finally comes 
the stage of liberation of areas on the way to total 
liberation. 


To achieve this we must use special tactics. 
These tactics are not static, we have to change them 
continuously to meet the requirements of the stage 
of our liberation war. 


When the revolution started the Palestinians did 
not ask anybody’s permission. The revolution de- 
pends entirely on the Palestinians, whether for 
the recruitment of fighters or for financial sup- 
port. We represent the aspirations of the Palestin. 
tans; for this reason, they have joined us willingly. 

Al Fatah started as an underground movement 
because we were not allowed to operate freely 
from any Arab territory. Until the June Sth 
scandal, in which the conspiracy against our people 
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was plotted by the CIA and their agents in the 
area, we had carried a heavy burden. This con- 
tinued until we decided to baptize our fighters in 
a limited confrontation with the enemy. The 
turning point in our struggle was the battle of 
Kerameh. Since then we have been challenging 
the enemy in similar confrontations because we are 
aware of the great value of the human element 
compared to the enemy’s war machinery. 


Through these stages we have developed our 
combat capacity, increased our numbers, organized 
political cells, and achieved more efficient training. 


The final goal of what is called the political 
solution is nothing less than to return to the sit- 
uation as it was before that war. This simply 
means that we have to carry on our struggle until 
our country is totally liberated. Revolutionaries, 
as you know, do not bargain. 

One of our main principles is not to interfere 
in the internal affairs of the Arab governments as 
long as they do not stand between us and our main 
enemy: the Zionist occupant. We have great con- 
fidence that the Arab people, on whom we depend, 
will carry out their responsibility if we are threat- 
ened by any Arab regime. The 4th of November 
clashes in Jordan and the recent ones in Lebanon 
are good examples of this. 

Since Zionist occupation is a base and a protec- 
tion for the international imperialist interests in 
our part of the world, we are sure of whom we 
face: it is imperialism in all its forms. But we also 
know who supports us: freedom fighters every- 
where, even in Israel itself. 

Our political vision for a free Palestine is a demo- 
cratic, secular, nonracial state where al] Palestinians 
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—Christians, Jews, and Muslims—will have equal 
rights. 

The Palestinian liberation movement considers 
itself a part of the peoples’ struggle against inter- 
national imperialism. We are fighting the same 
enemy whether it is in Latin America, Viet-Nam, 
or Palestine. The mask may differ, but the face 
remains the same. 


Dr. Mandua (Popular Front for 
the Liberation of Palestine) 


After the June defeat of the Arab armies, an ex- 
panded meeting of the Executive Committee of 
the Arab Nationalist Movement was finally held 
at the end of July 1967, to analyze the defeat 
that had been suffered and to respond appropri- 
ately to the enemy. At this meeting, the theory 
that the defeat was due to a surprise attack was 
rejected, and it was accepted as a total rout whose 
causes and historic background lay within the ideo- 
logical formation of the Arab National Liberation 
Movement and the very nature of the economic, 
military, and mobilization programs it had devel- 
oped along the way. These programs represented 
the interests of the petite bourgeoisie which up 
until that time had directed the pan-Arab liberation 
movement. Nevertheless, the nature of the con- 
frontation between the Arab movement and the 
forces of imperialism and Zionism, demanded the 
fulfillment of radical military, political, and eco- 
nomic programs. 

Following these considerations and analyses, that 
section of the Arab Nationalists Movement that 
had begun the armed struggle under the name 
Avenging Youth invited all commandos or fighting 
sections to meet, with the idea of uniting and 


organizing the armed struggle against the occu- 
pation. Participating in this joint meeting which 
was held in Damascus in October of 1967 were 
the Palestine Liberation Front (Ahmed Yileril’s 
group), Returned Heroes, and Avenging Youth. 
Al Fatah refused to participate in the meeting. It 
was agreed to form the Popular Front for the 
Liberation of Palestine (PFLP) with the inclusion 
of the three organizations mentioned and some 
other independent combat groups. 

Each of these organizations could maintain its 
own personality during a period of restructuring 
to create an auspicious ideological climate for the 
existence of one single compact organization with 
a strategy and a tactical unity. | 

In its first stage, the Popular Front lacked a 
defined left political line, but on the other hand 
it was progressive and definitely wanted to regain 
Palestine. 

That is to say that when it was founded, the 
Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine did 
not have all the ideological, political, and organi- 
zational characteristics that the Palestinian section 
of the Arab Nationalist Movement claimed. Nev- 
ertheless, the subsequent development of events 
within the Front soon placed it in a radically dif- 
ferent position. A few months after it was found- 
ed, in October of 1968, the Palestine Liberation 
Front and a group of independent combatants 
withdrew. This exodus reduced the Front to the 
Palestine section of the Arab Nationalist Movement 
and the Returned Heroes. The new structure made 
it possible for the Movement to state its revolu- 
tionary positions and. its political strategy for the 
Palestinian liberation fight, through the Popular 
Front. 
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From that time, the Popular Front became an 
independent revolutionary political party with its 
own unified strategy, ideologically based on Marx- 
ism-Leninism. 

Yet in its short existence the Front has under- 
taken numerous actions against the Zionist occu- 
pation forces. The following is a succinct sum- 
mary of the most important operations of our 
fighters: 

—Attack against an enemy military camp, situated 
near the El-Lid airport, on December 11, 1967. 
—Demolition of an electric cable in the northern 
occupied zone, on December 19, 1967. 
—Attack against telephone lines and disruption 
of Christmas religious services broadcast in Beth- 
lehem, and an attack against a caravan of enemy 
vehicles, on March 10, 1968. 

—Successful participation in the battle of 
Kerameh, on March 21, 1968. 

—Demolition of a Tel Aviv transport station 
located a hundred meters from the office of the 
Israel newspaper Maharif and the same distance 
from the offices of the Associated Press, on 
April 21, 1968. 

—Demolition of the enemy staff headquarters 
located in the Ambassador Hotel in Jerusalem, on 
June 22, 1968. This action was carried out by 
two 13-year-old boys. 

—Seizure of an EI-Al airplane in Rome which 
was then flown to Algeria, on July 23, 1968. 
—Bombing of the cafe Saint George in Jeru- 
salem, on August 1, 1968. 

—Operation “night of bombs” in Jerusalem, on 
August 18, 1968. 

—Demolition of the bus terminal in Tel Aviv 
on September 4, 1968. 
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—Attack against an Israeli airplane in the Athens 
airport. 
—Another attack against an Israeli airplane in 
Zurich. 
—Operation “demolition” in Supersol Street in 
Jerusalem, on February 21, 1969. 
—Explosions inside the office of the British Con- 
sulate, in Jerusalem, on February 25, 1969. 
—Attack against the Hebrew University in Jeru- 
salem, on March 6, 1969. 
—Attack against the Caplin oil line in the occupied 
zone of Golan. 
—A similar operation against the oil tanks in Haifa 
harbor. 
—A similar operation carried out against the oil 
line between Ylat and Haifa. 
—Attack against the Wailing Wall. 
—An operation against the electric cable that ser- 
vices the Nakab zone and Southern Israel. 
—Specific operations and attacks against the sub- 
sidiaries of the Bank of Israel in various cities of 
the occupied zone. 
—Operations on alternate days in the Gaza Strip 
against enemy patrols, trains, and railroad lines in 
the occupied zone. 
—vVarious operations against farms, military en- 
campments, and enemy patrols to kill spies and 
traitors. 

The battle for the liberation of our people is 
a genuine battle of national liberation. And if there 
is any particular difference between our struggle 
and others now taking place on the three con- 
tinents, it is because our people suffer a particular 
type of colonialism, which other people have not 
experienced, consisting of the replacement of one 
people by another. 
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Israel was an aggressor from the beginning, 
threw our people out of their homeland and took 
possession of the wealth of the country, forcing 
us to take refuge in miserable tents shut off in 
deserted areas, abysmal, and with every type of 
privation, 

First the Zionists clamored for a “‘national home- 
land in Palestine” and then this “homeland” 
—according to the 1947 partition—became ‘“‘the 
State of Israel’? with fixed and definite frontiers 
established by the United Nations. Later these 
frontiers were violated and Israel expanded its 
boundaries, as the world knows, up until the 
noted war of June 1967. Finally, through this 
new ageression, Israel extended its borders to in- 
clude all of the territory of Palestine and, in ad- 
dition, the western bank of the Jordan River, the 
Gaza Strip, the Egyptian Sinai peninsula, and the 
Golan mountains in Syria. 


The counterrevolution is determined to twist 
the true cause of our war of liberation, and to this 
end uses falsehoods and lies that are sent all over 
the world since the imperialists and Zionists control 
much of the propaganda. 


The Palestine liberation movement is neither 
racist nor aggressive, and its objective is not the 
Jewish people but the political, economic, and 
military apparatus of Israel, which represents the 
interests and the reactionary politics of imperial- 
ism. The Palestinian armed struggle seeks to in- 
troduce a democratic and progressive regime in 
which all religions and creeds can coexist and both 
Arabs and Jews, as equal citizens before the law, 
can live with the same rights and responsibilities. 


The imperialists, under the direction of the 
United States, hope to maintain their many in- 
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terests, concessions, and bases in the Arab world: 
the Zionists, on the other hand, hope to maintain 
themselves permanently in the territory they have 
usurped and to increase its size at the expense of 
other Arab peoples. The alliance of the imperialists 
with Israel is clear from the role they play against 
the Arab national liberation movement of Pal- 
estine, which constitutes a threat to those imperi- 
alist interests and to the very existence of Israel. 


The analysis of these facts leads to the con- 
clusion that the war of June 5 was the first phase 
in a series of attacks and aggressions which were 
carried out and will continue to be carried out by 
the counterrevolutionaries supported by Yankee 
imperialism in order to liquidate completely the 
liberation movement in Africa, in Asia, and in 
Latin America. This is just what happened, for 
example, in the Congo, Ghana, Mali, Indonesia, 
and the Dominican Republic, and what is now 
happening in Viet-Nam. 


The Popular Front for the Liberation of Pal- 
estine is conscious of the fundamental difference 
existing today between United States imperialism 
on the one hand and the enslaved peoples and those 
who fight against colonialism and imperialism, in 
order to create a powerful force capable of routing 
and crushing them definitively. 


We know that our best friends and supporters 
are the peoples of the three continents who have 
suffered so much from exploitation by United 
States colonialism and imperialism. 


An alliance between the Palestine national 
liberation movement and the movement for the 
liberation of Viet-Nam, as well as with the rev- 
olutionary regimes of Cuba and the Democratic 
People’s Republic of Korea and with all the na- 
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tional movements of liberation in Africa, Asia, 
and Latin America, can resist and triumph in the 
destruction of imperialism. And so we hope that 
our Palestinian-Arab movement for national libera- 
tion, allied with similar movements on the three 
continents, and inspired by the socialist camp, 
made up of the Soviet Union, China, and all the 
countries of Eastern Europe, will find a strong 
alliance that can resist and seize victory against 
Yankee imperialism and its loyal ally Zionism. 


Abu Hichman (leader of Al Saika) 


Al Saika was founded as the vanguard organiza- 
tion of the liberation war by an agreement adopted 
at the Ninth Congress of the BAAS Arab Socialist 
Party, which advocated confrontation with the 
imperialist-Zionist forces and those of their allies, 
the Arab counterrevolutionaries, as the basis of 
its strategy. 

The organization was the result of the BAAS 
strategy and, therefore, of the great objectives for 
which it has been fighting for twenty-two years. 

Since BAAS has embraced scientific socialism 
as the rule in all the economic and social matters 
that affect the Arab world, there is no contradic- 
tion whatsoever between its actions and initiatives, 
either in theory or in practice. The overwhelming 
majority of the members of the organization come 
from the needy and dispossessed classes: workers, 
peasants, and other sectors without a definite 
identity, as long as they do not limit the nature of 
the action. 

Also integrated into the organization is an im- 
portant section of the petite bourgeoisie, composed 
mostly of educated citizens who, although of 
peasant (Rif) origin, had the chance of getting 
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some schooling and who have effectively helped 
in the formation of the liberation movements of 
Palestine. 

We have always believed that the liberation of 
the Palestinian territory is closely linked—or- 
ganically and dialectically—to the overall libera- 
tion of the Arab world, and that the Palestinian 
people, by being the vanguard of the struggle 
carried out in the usurped territory, are also in 
the forefront of the liberation struggle of the 
other oppressed and exploited Arab peoples. The 
resources of the Palestinian people are insuf- 
ficient for them to undertake a liberation strug- 
gle by themselves; and so one should not dismiss 
the need for Arab revolutionaries from other areas 
to cooperate in the fight against colonialist reac- 
tion by carrying out coordinated and local actions 
in their respective countries. 

The presence of Israel not only constitutes a 
threat to the Palestinian people but also a veiled 
or direct threat to the neighboring Arab coun- 
tries. The June 5 aggression is an eloquent proof 
of this assertion. Therefore, we feel certain that 
all the Arab territories surrounding Israel and 
those bordering on the aggressor will become the 
stage for the Palestinian resistance. We consider 
any attempt to limit our activities as sufficient 
justification to take the necessary steps in the call 
of duty. In addition—if the case should arise—we 
should stress the role that may be played by the 
masses should the activities of the resistance move- 
ment be forbidden in any Arab country. The 
case of Lebanon, where the masses faced the troops 
that tried to restrain the actions of our comba- 
tants, is a good example. 

It is not easy to recount all the actions carried 
out by the organization, because ever since its in- 
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ception it has engaged in many daily and con- 
tinued operations against Zionism-imperialism, 
which usurps the Palestinian territory. For in- 
stance, on one occasion we succeeded in taking some 
hills in the Syrian occupied territory and for four 
hours we mopped up the enemy soldiers in the 
area. At one time our combatants destroyed a 
copper-smelting industry south of the Dead Sea. 
We have also engaged in prolonged battles, such 
as the one near the city of Nablus. Many of these 
actions were reported and commented upon by the 
press and wire agencies. 

The battles in which our combatants participate 
show the degree of their confidence in the objec- 
tives of the revolution, through the unbelievable 
sacrifices they make for the sake of the liberation 
of their homeland. 

On one occasion the Zionist forces attacked 
the village of Kafr Choba, in. southern Lebanon, 
and the Al Saika forces came to the rescue. The 
battle, which lasted several hours, was ferocious and 
our men resisted in spite of the huge difference 
in the number of men and armaments. There was 
a combatant in our group named Mohamed Yahya, 
who was surrounded by several enemy soldiers. 
They used all kinds of modern weapons, even 
heavy weapons, while he defended himself only 
with a regular rifle. He kept on fighting until 
he returned to the base two days later, when we 
had already given him up as lost. This action was 
reported in the Zionist newspaper Mabharif, as 
told by the officer who commanded the attacking 
troops. 

Al Saika cannot, of course, adopt a permanent 
tactical line because the very nature of the situa- 
tion forces us to determine the tactics to be fol- 
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lowed, but as far as the strategy for the liberation 
of Palestine is concerned, it stems from the fact 
that any armed struggle which relies upon the 
participation of the masses is bound to win victory 
over imperialism and its base in the Arab territory. 


The same goes for the struggle of the peoples 
of the Third World, that is, the underdeveloped 
peoples; in order to develop they must keep co- 
lonialist and exploitative capitalism out and prevent 
it from penetrating again through loans. 


This clearly indicates that the vanguard organi- 
zation of the people’s liberation war has no al- 
ternative but to take the road of socialism, with- 
out overlooking the characteristics of the Arab 
world, both economic and social. 


As to the future situation of the Jewish people, 
we believe that once the bloody liberation strug- 
gle is over, the best solution to all the problems 
that might affect or concern the citizens is to 
set up a democratic and socialist nation that will 
shelter them under the banner of a common 
homeland. 


Thus, the Jewish people who wish to remain in 
Palestine will enjoy the same rights and guarantees 
as the rest, including the Arabs and other minor- 
ities. We reiterate once again that we are not 
anti-Jewish but antiracist, and that we are against 
chauvinism and the expulsion of a people from 
their legitimate territory in order to occupy it 
and turn it into a colonialist base that threatens the 
future of the Arab nations at all levels. 


The vanguard of the armed organizations has 
been quite aware since the beginning, that unity 
of action in Palestine is the logical and natural 
answer to all the plots aimed at curbing that action, 
whether internal or external. Notwithstanding 
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the devotion and concern over our ideological line, 
we have participated in the Palestinian National 
Congress and the Executive Committee that 
emerged from it. This Executive Committee has 
tried to take a practical—although limited—step 
toward the unification of actions, which in mili- 
tary terms means to march toward the establish- 
ment of a joint General Staff for armed struggle 
in Palestine, where we have also participated from 
the beginning by appointing our delegates. The 
Executive Committee was able to attain some ob- 
jectives, such as the unification of military and 
police information, and is now endeavoring to 
unify military operations. 

We must point out that Al Saika has always 
reaffirmed its resolute opposition to any discussion 
aimed at liquidating the Palestinian case or at 
conspiring against it. 

Since it is one of the main organizations of the 
resistance movement, it has also announced its 
firm determination to oppose any conciliation 
attempt, regardless of its origin. 

Finally, we must reiterate that the Palestinian 
national liberation movement is an indivisible and 
basic part of the liberation movement of Africa, 
Asia, and Latin America, which is the only ade- 
quate reply to the front set up by imperialism and 
its allies. Therefore, the commitments undertaken 
are reciprocal and integral throughout the world. 


Nayif Hauatmch (Secretary of -the Political 
Bureau of the Democratic Front for the 
Liberation of Palestine) 


The Popular Democratic Front is a revolution- 
ary organization which has embraced the theory 
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of Marxism-Leninism. It has its roots in the 
Marxist-Leninist wing that grew out of and de- 
veloped from the Arab Nationalist Movement, 
backbone of the Popular Front of October 1967. 

The Arab Nationalist Movement was founded 
in 1953-54 in all the Arab countries as a patriotic 
organization, composed of elements from the 
petite bourgeoisie. It was controlled by the bour- 
geoisie right through the fifties, but subsequently 
adopted an ideological and political position very 
similar to that of the Nasser regime, as a result 
of the action of the progressive wing that de- 
veloped within the organization. This same wing 
resolutedly struggled to defeat and isolate the right 
wing, which had founded and directed the organi- 
zation. Later on, in 1966, the progressive wing 
took control of the organization, with a view to 
leading it toward Marxism-Leninism. However, 
after the war of June ’67, we realized that unity 
was impossible and announced our withdrawal on 
February 10, 1969, after a whole series of ideolo- 
gical debates. A few days later, on February 21, 
1969, we founded the Democratic Front. 

At its inception, the Democratic Front an- 
nounced that its doors were open to all progressive 
people who, in good faith, believed in armed 
struggle as the one and only, the basic road to 
national liberation and who, in addition, were 
willing to restructure all the leftist organizations 
and merge them into one. And that’s the way it 
was done. Many progressive people and Marxist 
revolutionaries joined our ranks. In May 1969 the 
Revolutionary Leftist League (a fighting Marxist- 
Leninist organization) and the Popular Organiza- 
tion for the Liberation of Palestine (also Marxist- 
Leninist and actively fighting) held their con- 
gresses, in the course of which it was unanimously 


Voices of Rebellion 203 


agreed to dissolve their political and military lea- 
dership and join the Popular Democratic Front. 


The ideological program of the Front is based 
on the Marxist-Leninist doctrine which it con- 
siders to be the revolutionary theory for national 
liberation, and the only one able to accomplish a 
democratic revolution in the underdeveloped coun- 
tries of Asia, Africa, and Latin America. The 
experience of the national liberation movements 
in the backward countries proves that it is the 
only theory capable of mobilizing all the social 
strata to participate in the battle for national 
liberation and fulfill the fundamental objectives 
of the revolution. Eloquent proofs are the cases 
of Cuba, Viet-Nam, Korea, and the People’s 
Republic of China. All the experiences based on 
bourgeois ideology have completely failed and 
ended up in the claws of colonialism and its allies, 
since we know the petite bourgeoisie is truly in- 
capable of continuing the struggle for national 
liberation and for economic and political indepen- 
dence—such as creating a heavy industry and 
mechanizing agricultural work. Nor could the 
petite bourgeoisie face up to neocolonialism, led 
and managed by the United States. On the con- 
trary, its defeatism led it to withdraw and resort 
to compromising with modern colonialism, which 
is just what happened in the Arab world during 
and after the June 1967 war. The petit-bour- 
geois regimes of the Arab countries were bound 
head and foot to defeatism, unable to continue 
the struggle against Israeli aggression and occupa- 
tion or against its allies, imperialism and Arab 
reaction; so they made contacts and held talks 
with the counterrevolutionary forces at the ex- 
pense of the liberation movement, the democratic 
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revolution, and of the Palestinian people them- 
selves. 

At the same time, they were inclined to accept 
and abide by the agreement adopted by the Se- 
curity Council on November 23, 1967, just when 
imperialism was going through a most difficult 
situation: with its forces dispersed, mainly in Viet- 
Nam, and the certainty that a new front in the 
Middle East would have caused an additional drain, 
effectively hastening its world defeat. But the 
bourgeois regimes which led the June war, because 
of their characteristics, their point of view, and 
their considerable interests, are unable to pursue 
such a long-range people’s war, or to allow the 
area to be turned into another Viet-Nam. 

Therefore, the ideological program of the Front, 
based on the teaching of Marx and Lenin, may 
be synthesized as follows: armed struggle and 
mobilization of all the social strata, fundamentally 
the workers, peasants, servants, the poor, and the 
refugees scattered all over, because they are the 
most radical revolutionaries. In short, our program 
consists of a fight to the end against colonialism 
and world reaction. 

On the other hand, the Democratic Front plans 
to create a broad progressive movement among 
all the Palestinian organizations and those of the 
other Arab countries so as to carry out the struggle 
against the counterrevolutionaries, who represent 
Arab reaction, imperialism, and Zionism. To that 
end. we invite all those who are willing to wield a 
weapon to fight for the homeland to the very end. 

Naturally, the Front is an organization which 
has been sustained by those with a proven revolu- 
tionary sentiment, the most radical attitudes 
within Palestinian society. Likewise, the Front is 
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careful to recruit its combatants, both in the vil- 
lages and in the cities, from among the workers, 
peasants, and refugees, without excluding the 
progressive section of the petite bourgeoisie, al- 
though the former constitute the basic force. 
There will never be any discrimination in our 
ranks. 

The State of Israel is the product of an alliance 
between international capitalism and its own 
capitalist system. Jewish capitalism took the road 
of racism and reaction and separated the Jewish 
mass from the rest of the workers of the world 
in order to recruit it in the name of religion and 
of race and to invade Palestine and create a racist- 
expansionist state at the expense of the Palestinian 
people. Therefore, the Democratic Front proposes 
a progressive and democratic solution to the Pal- 
estinian-Israeli issue. The solution consists in the 
elimination of the State of Israel and the creation 
or establishment of a democratic and popular Pal- 
estinian state, composed of Jews and Arabs and 
led by their workers, in a socialist regime that will 
reject all forms of exploitation and racism. That 
is why the Front is struggling for a socialist Pal- 
estinian state, where all the rights are guaranteed 
by law, in an atmosphere of complete equality for 
all citizens and respect for traditions and habits, 
but without chauvinism; with a policy of pro- 
letarian internationalism against capitalism, im- 
perialism, private land control, and the exploi- 
tation of man by man; without humiliations or 
usurpations and with absolute equality for all. 

The Front is aware that it is the duty of the 
Palestinian people to direct their vanguards in 
operations for national liberation. We are likewise 
aware that our struggle is part of the indivisible 
struggle of all the Arab peoples and the world 
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revolutionary movement. That is why the destiny 
of Palestine will be decided by all the circumstances 
that surround Palestine in particular and the rest 
of the peoples of the world in general. That is 
why the Front firmly believes that the only road 
for the liberation of Palestine is a peoples’ war— 
with the cooperation of the world forces which are 
enemies of imperialism and Zionism. The peoples’ 
liberation war, which is hard and long and full 
of enormous sacrifices, is the proper reply to the 
imperialist oppressor, and guarantees a technical 
and scientific superiority over imperialist-Zionist 
development. 


As eloquent proof of this assertion we have the 
cases of Viet-Nam and Cuba, while the June 5, 
1967 war fully demonstrated that, with regular 
troops only, the Arab forces were unable to con- 
front the aggressive forces of Zionism and suffered 
the defeat that we all know about and which has 
affected us so much. And it was due, undoubtedly, 
to the fact that the Zionist armies, backed and 
armed by imperialism, were superior to the regular 
armies, to such an extent that the latter could 
not and did not have the strength to face their 
ageressors and had to undergo a humiliating 
defeat. 

In order to develop and step up the armed strug- 
gle in Palestine and turn it into a Palestinian-Arab 
liberation war, it is necessary to make a series of 
revolutionary changes within the Arab regimes, 
so as to prepare the conditions for the formation 
of revolutionary organizations willing to accept 
and support the people’s war, to initiate a program 
for liberation and to organize the energies and the 
capacity of the nation in the implementation of 
such a program, as well as to mobilize the popula- 
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tion, to organize it, arm it, and launch it into a 
long battle: a second Viet-Nam in the Middle 
East. | 

We are not fighting for the sake of fighting. 
Everybody knows that the war is an extension of 
politics; therefore, we are not against political 
solutions. However, we are against peaceful solu- 
tions at the expense of the inalienable right of the 
Palestinian people, who were attacked in their own 
territory. That is why they try to force recogni- 
tion of the State of Israel, with fixed frontiers, 
and why they are attacking the national liberation 
movement and trying to cripple the liberation 
movement throughout the world. These factors 
were behind the June aggression unleashed by im- 
perialism and Zionism. We believe that the 
agreements adopted by the Security Council are 
aimed at liquidating the Palestinian case and sur- 
rendering to imperialism and Arab reaction. For 
the above reasons, both the Democratic Front and 
all the progressive and honest forces of Palestine 
and the other Arab countries reject these solutions 
which, under cover of pacification, are nothing 
but the crowning price for the defeat of the Arab 
regimes in the June 1967 war. 


When we analyze the situation that prevails in 
the other Arab countries and other countries of the 
world, we see that the Arab zone in the Middle 
East is approaching a humiliating and insulting 
compromise with imperialitm and Zionism at the 
expense of the Arab people of Palestine, placing 
the Palestinian armed struggle in a very critical 
position. This is due to the fact that a key aspect 
of the so-called peaceful solution is undoubtedly 
the liquidation of the resistance of the Palestinians; 
this position unquestionably forces us to even 
accounts both with Israel and with certain Arab 
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regimes, particularly Jordan’s reactionary regime. 
Consequently, the resistance movement will have 
no alternative but to fight on two fronts: against 
Israel and against the Arab regimes that secretly 
support the so-called peaceful settlement with 
Israel. 


The Democratic Front resolutely rejects such 
solutions and, of course, the agreement adopted 
by the Security Council. We will keep on fight- 
ing regardless of the consequences. We cannot 
stop half-way down the road. We know that the 
struggle is hard and long. 


Based on our Marxist-Leninist theory and our 
own theory of the unity of the fight against world 
counterrevolution, we are aware that the battle 
for the liberation of Palestine is part of the strug- 
gle for the liberation of other peoples in Asia, 
Africa, or Latin America and also part of the 
world socialist revolution, since we consider the 
success scored by the heroic people of Viet-Nam 
as a triumph for all the world liberation forces 
and for socialism. Likewise, we consider that the 
failure of one liberation movement would affect 
us all, especially since in such a hypothetical case, 
the triumph would be that of imperialism. 


The dismembering of the world anti-imperialist 
front plays a very important role in the series of 
defeats recently suffered by the national libera- 
tion movement in Asia as well as in Africa and 
Latin America. This division is imposed by world 
imperialism, particularly US imperialism, in order 
to seize the offensive against the liberation move- 
ments in some underdeveloped countries and even 
to attack some of the countries which form part 
of the socialist camp—as in the case of the Demo- 
cratic Republic of Viet-Nam, and of Cuba during 
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the US-supported Playa Girén invasion. There- 
fore, we fully agree with Che Guevara and the 
contents of his famous Message to the Triconti- 
nental Organization. 


In the struggle for the liberation of the peoples 
we must go from theory to facts, and our in- 
ternationalist duty is to promote and back the 
world front against imperialism and Zionism by 
all possible means; to create a united world front 
against that force for evil, a liberation front 
composed of movements in the three continents, 
the socialist camp, and the socialist and workers’ 
movements in the capitalist countries. 


PART III 
THE PEACE AND THE PALESTINIANS 


Chapter 10 
Palestine: The Dignity of the Combatants 


Address of the Palestinian Delegation before the Second 
International Conference in Support of the Arab Peoples, 
held in Cairo, January 25-28, 1969. 


Dear friends: 


In the name of the people of Palestine, the Pal- 
estinian revolution, and the justice and peace for 
which we are fighting, we wish to express our 
gratitude to the peoples you represent for the in- 
terest they have shown in the cause of justice and 
peace in this, our part of the world. 


We consider ourselves fortunate to have the op- 
portunity to meet with you, because you represent 
the peoples who have fought for the achievement 
of a peace based on justice. 


Among you are to be found men who fought 
the Nazi invasion and the fascist terror in Europe. 
Among you are to be tound men who have fought 
—and continue to fight—against imperialism and 
racial discrimination in Africa, Asia, and Latin 
America. 


We feel ourselves to be among real friends and 
comrades who have genuine faith in the right of 
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each people to self-determination and to the enjoy- 
ment of freedom in its own land without fear or 
discrimination. 


Dear friends, our people has been deprived of 
its right to self-determination and the enjoyment 
of a life free of coercion in its own land. This is 
the consequence of a serious racist aggression per- 
petrated by an imperialist organization, Zionism. 


The June 5, 1967 aggression is, in reality, just 
one of the manifestations of a far broader, on- 
going aggression whose roots can be traced back 
to the early years of this century and one of whose 
culminating points was the creation of the State 
of Israel in 1948. The chief victims of this ag- 
gression were the Arabs of Palestine, who were 
forced to evacuate their homes under a reign of 
violence and terror. 


Therefore, we refuse to consider the 1967 ag- 
gression as a separate and distinct phenomenon; 
in accord with this view, we also refuse to accept 
any solution based on the results of that most 
recent aggression, wich would ignore the actual 
source of the attack. 


The November 22, 1967 Security Council 
resolution and all further draft explanations or 
modifications are inadequate—indeed, irrelevant, 
as far as we are concerned. They are therefore ut- 
terly and categorically unacceptable. 


All such proposals distort the real problem and 
do not touch the heart of the matter, the right 
of the Palestinians to free their country, enjoy 
their lands and homes, and determine how to run 
them. 

We, the people of Palestine, are carrying on an 
armed revolution aimed at the reestablishment of 
peace and justice in the Holy Land. 
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We ask you to consider the scope of our prob- 
lem: we confront a Zionist organization which 
has its roots in 19th-century Europe in the heart 
of the imperialist movement. However, Zionism 
cloaks one of the most aggressive forms of im- 
perialism, having as its main objective the total 
uprooting of one people from a country in order 
to replace it with another. It is this which has led 
Professor Arnold Toynbee to consider that the 
Zionist aggression has exceeded even the crimes of 
the Nazis in the plane of moral responsibility. 


The roots of the aggression are to be found in 
Zionist ideology itself, which stresses the need for 
a “superior,” chosen, and homeless people to be 
given a land from which its own “‘inferior” people 
has been removed. The methods used to carry out 
these aims are terror, abuse, and deception. 


Dear friends, allow me to quote one of the 
Jewish pioneers in Palestine, Nathan Chofshi. In 
February 1959 he wrote to the editor of The 
Jewish Newsletter: 


If you really want to know what has happened, we, the 
old Jewish residents established in Palestine, we who wit- 
nessed the fight, can tell you how we forced the Arabs to 
abandon cities and towns.... Some were dispossessed by force 
of arms, while deception, lies, and false promises persuaded 
others to withdraw. Suffice it to mention the examples 
of Jaffa, Lydda, Ramallah, Beersheba, and Acre. 


Nathan Chofshi continued: 


Here we have people that has lived for 1300 years in 
its own land. We have come and turned the Arab natives 
into sad refugees. And yet we dare to slander and confuse 
them, to stain their good name. Instead of feeling deep. 
shame at what we have done and trying to remedy the evil 
we have caused by helping the unfortunate refugees, we 
justify our horrible acts by attempting to glorify them. 
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Professor Erich Fromm, the celebrated Jewish 
writer and thinker, added the following: 


It is often claimed that the Arabs fled, that they voluntarily 
abandoned the country, and that they are therefore re- 
sponsible for the loss of their lands and goods. But there 
is another principle in genera] international law that is 
equally true: that citizens lose neither their possessions nor 
their rights as citizens; and the rights of the Palestinian 
Arabs are, in fact, greater than those of the Jews. 


Would the cause of all this be because the Arabs 
fled? Professor Fromm asks: ‘Since when is flight 
punished with the confiscation of property and 
the prohibition against returning to the land in 
which one’s forebears have lived for generations?” 


Thus, Fromm adds: “Jewish claims on the land 
of Israel are not politically realistic. If all nations 
were suddenly to claim the territories in which the 
ancestors of their people lived 2000 years ago, 
the world would become a madhouse.” 


Dear friends, the Zionists have cold-bloodedly 
and deliberately pursued their intrigues aimed at 
emptying Palestine of its inhabitants through 
terror, massacres, and by spreading rumors. 


Pro-Zionist writer Arthur Koestler described 
what happened on April 9, 1948, in Deir Yassin 
as “a bloodbath which was the decisive psycho- 
logical factor in the spectacular exodus of the 
Arabs.” 


That day the Israeli terrorist organization Irgun 
Zvai Leumi murdered 250 men, women, and 
children and mutilated their dead bodies. After 
1948, the bloodbaths continued inside occupied 
Palestine, in Ikvit (1949), El Tira (1953), Abou 
Ghosh (1953), Kafr Kassem (1956), etc., as part 
of a systematic Zionist plan aimed at expelling 
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the Palestinians and replacing them with Jewish 
settlers from all over the world. 

These are the conditions that forced the Pales- 
tinians to leave their country. 


Thus, the Zionists did not enter an uninhabited 
land. A people heir to a great civilization was 
living in Palestine. This people has reacted to 
the Zionist challenge by the education and mobi- 
lization of its economic and human resources and 
has competed with the Zionists in the fields of 
business management, finance, and technology. 


Despite all their efforts, the Zionists were able 
to take over only 6% of the total area of Palestine. 
Nevertheless, the 1947 United Nations resolution 
on the partition of Palestine granted them 48% 
of that territory; thanks to terror and aggression, 
they occupied 80% in 1948. 


Today, after the June 5, 1967 aggression, what 
remained of Palestine was occupied, plus the Sinai 
Peninsula and the Heights of Golan. 

For 20 years the Palestinians have been the 
victims of an unjustified temporization on the 
part of the world. 

While innumerable resolutions were being passed 
in the United Nations, the Israelis continued with 
their occupation of that territory, and the world 
remained impassive. In such conditions, the only 
alternative left to the Palestinians was armed 
revolution. 

Dear friends, I am sure that the facts of the 
problem have been clarified in your minds. You 
can see the conditions in which our people has 
been suffering. For 200 years the greater part 
of the Palestinians have lived as diasporas in mis- 
ery and humiliation in run-down tents on tiny 
parcels of land. In this schizophrenic world of 
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ours the rights of all the Africans, Asians, and 
Latin Americans were recognized and supported 
at the very time that the rights of the Palestinians 
were being studiously ignored. Not even the trag- 
edies of the heroic peoples of Angola, South 
Africa, and Zimbabwe can match ours. The Pal- 
estinians were, among all the oppressed peoples, 
the only ones to be totally uprooted from their 
land, to be denied the right to live in it and enjoy 
its fruits. 

Our people took up arms when all other means 
had been exhausted. We refuse to accept our 
misery and diaspora as a burden we must bear, 
and we refuse charity and compromises as solutions 
to our problem. 


We will go forward...by means of a long-term 
revolution of liberation aimed at destroying the 
bases of the colonialist aggression which deprives 
us of the exercise of our inalienable rights, and 
putting an end to the militarist-racist regime that 
oppresses our people. We will fight to reestablish 
peace and justice in our land. 

Our heroic revolution undertook its first oper- 
ations early in 1965—that is, two and a half years 
before the June war. Using obsolete weapons and 
facing superior forces, our youth joined in the 
revolution with all the determination and per- 
severance of a long-oppressed people. On the 
threshold of our fifth year of struggle, the fruits 
of our sacrifices are beginning to appear. 


The Palestinian liberation movement succeeded 
in awakening our people, in reviving our hopes 
for a better future filled with dignity and respect 
in our own land. We will force the enemies of 
peace to recognize that they have failed to stifle 
our revolution. We are winning battles, and we 
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are beginning to shape our destiny. We do not 
allow ourselves to be swept away by emotional 
appeals, nor do we seek revenge. We are not blood- 
thirsty terrorists. We are fighting for freedom, 
and our aims are clear and mature. We fight 
today to create the new Palestine of tomorrow, 
a progressive and democratic Palestine, a nonsec- 
tarian country where Christians, Muslims, and 
Jews will work and live in peace, enjoying equal 
rights. This is neither a utopian dream nor a 
false promise, because we have always lived peace- 
fully together—Muslims, Jews, and Christians, 
in the Holy Land. The Arabs of Palestine have 
given refuge to, have warmly welcomed and aided, 
the Jews who fled from persecution in Christian 
Europe, in the same way that they welcomed the 
Armenians fleeing from persecution in Muslim 
Turkey, just as they have welcomed the Greeks, 
the Circassians, the Maltese, and many others. 


Our Palestinian revolution continues to give a 
warm welcome to all human beings who want to 
fight for a democratic and tolerant Palestine, re- 
gardless of race, color, or religion. 


During the past four years our people has lost 
some 500 martyrs on the field of battle. During 
the same period, even more have died in the ref- 
ugee camps, due to exposure, malnutrition, and 
disease. 


Dear friends, we are here to assure you and to 
ask you to assure your compatriots, that our 
people will not lay down their arms until Palestine 
has been freed and our rights established. We 
will accept no settlement that ignores our rights, 
be it in the form of a Security Council resolution 
or any political proposal or settlement which de- 
rives from such a resolution. We will accept no 
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means as. a substitute for the war for national 
liberation, and we will sustain this war tenaciously, 
heedless of the sacrifices or the cost. 

After all, could you have been expected to ac- 
cept less than complete liberation in the face of 
Nazism, fascism, and colonialism? We are sure 
that the peoples of the world will back our strug- 
gle and our revolution, because we are fighting 
to achieve man’s most cherished ideals: peace and 
justice. 


Chapter 11 
Our Solidarity 


Resolution. on Palestine of the 
First Tricontinental Conference 


As a military base, Israel was used in 1948 to 
expel the rightful Arab owners of Palestine. It 
was used in 1956 against the great revolution of 
Egypt to protect the interests of the imperialists 
in the Suez Canal. In 1963, Israel was used to 
crush the revolutionary force in the Congo and to 
help Moise Tshombe, the imperialist stooge and 
agent par excellerice in Africa. Israel was called 
upon by its imperialist masters to send regiments of 
paratroopers to fight against the revolutionary 
forces. Israel also trained the mercenary armies 
in the Congo, has a military mission there and built 
a military school for training paratroopers of the 
Congolese reactionary government. Moreover, 
General Joseph Mobutu, the Chief of Staff of 
the Congolese army, has been recently trained in 
Israel. In 1964 Israel sent continuous shipments 
of arms to the reactionary government in Por- 
tugal to be used against the liberation movements 
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in Angola and Mozambique. In 1965, imperialists 
called upon Israel to send shipments of arms to 
the remnants of the reactionary forces in Yemen. 
Actually Israel is sending medical gifts to US 
imperialist forces in South Viet-Nam and Israel 
has chartered all of its freighters to the US Govern- 
ment for transport of military equipment to South 
Viet-Nam. 

In addition to all this, Israel has become an 
arsenal of arms in the Middle East. These arms, 
which within two years will include atomic weap- 
ons, are to be used by the imperialists against 
liberation movements in Africa and Asia. 


Israel is not only a military base, it is also an 
economic base for imperialists. As such, the Israeli 
economy has become a pool for world monopolies. 


After having been discredited as instruments 
of capitalism, imperialism, and exploitation, these 
monopolies no longer function directly in the con- 
tinents of Africa and Asia but rather through 
affiliated companies in Israel. Almost all financial 
institutions, business firms, and industrial establish- 
ments are affiliated with American firms. 


In order to protect the interests of these monop- 
olies the US Government shows great concern 
in strengthening Israel and safeguarding its econ- 
omy. Up till 1962 US governmental loans and 
grants in aid to Israel have amounted to about 
$1.5 billion. In addition, Israel] is allowed to sell 
bonds in the US and until 1962 Israel sold of these 
bonds an amount equal to $500 million. Israel, 
through the United Jewish Appeal, has also collect- 
ed over one billion dollars from the US till 1962. 
In order to help this drive, the US Government 
exempts these donations from taxation. 
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1) The Conference warns against what is called 
Israel technical and financial aid and considers 
it a new disguised method of US imperialism and 
neocolonialism. 


2) The Conference requests all progressive par- 
ties and committees to multiply their efforts to 
combat the Zionist infiltration and penetration 
in their countries and to abrogate the various 
agreements concluded with Israel. 
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